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* To the Hoxounans „ 
| SUSANNA NOEL, 
| Rewer of the Hoxovnants 


BAP IST NOEL, 


And Mother of the Right Honourable me 


| aro GAI NS BO ORO UA. 


RE FTER I had Aeris: to 
ON SU 20 abroad into the World, I 


choice of a Patron, nor ſpent any time 
in conſidering to whom it ſhould be 
Dedicated. What I have there wrote, 
belongs to your Ladyſhip upon divers 
Accounts, and eſpecially upon theſe, that 
it was drawn up at firſt in Obedience to 
© your Commands, (for, under that Noti- 


on 


let the following Diſcourſe 


never deliberated about the 


a—_———— — = — — mo > — . 
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— Foil Dedicatory. 


od on 1 do and ought to receive the Tet 
Intimations of your Pleaſure) was origi- 
nally deſign'd only for your Service, and 
has already been admitted in Manu- 
ſcript to the Honour of a place in your _ 
| __ Cloſet, for ſeveral Months. I hope 
therefore, Madam, you'll not be diſ- 
pPleas d, if I preſent you the ſame again 1 
tom the Preſs, a little enlarg d. For it's | 
= - "S: obvious to apprehend, that theſe Papers, ” 
being now expos'd to the view of the |} 
Publick, may eaſily fall into the hands 
of many Readers, who have not that 
Candour of Temper, that Clearneſs of | 
Thought, that Quickneſs of Parts ang 
= Apprebenſun, which every one admires IH 
in your Ladyſhip; and therefore it was }J 
adviſable, that I ſhould make what con. | 
venient Proviſion I could, by a few Alt- 
| rations and Additions, againſt Cavilling f 
and Miſunderſtanding. And if, notwith= JI 
ſtanding all the Care I have taken, the } 
Work ſtill fall under Cenſure (and firange {| 
indeed it muſt be, if it does not with 
ſomej the ſevereſt Criticks, I doubt not, 


will however be ſo juſt, as to acknow- 


ledge that the 9505 ign, Which is all your 
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| Lu is concern d in, is good, d 
ft for a Per/on of Honour and Integrity 
to own; ſince it aims at the vindicating 
the moſt venerable Records of our Re- 
ligion, from the Objections that are urg d 
againſt their being Genuine. And what - 
ever Faults or Defects there may be in 
the Conduct thereof, for want of due 
Learning or Judgment in the Under- 
| 3} taker, I don't in the leaſt deſire your 
7 Ladyſhip ſhould juſtify or defend, but 
leave them all to be — on the A* e 
1 | count of, 5 


M. A D A 4 
Tb our Ladyſbip's 7 bumble 
and oblige ed 8 ervant, 


'- Written 


| HEN 1 fr drew * thi Reſle- Þ 
LA RE clions 2 Amyntor, that are here 
VEL VEE 7re/ented to the Reader, (which was 
one above half a Vear ago, though 
i — ſome Alterations and Additions, 
| have been made fince) they were deſigu d only for 
the Cloſet of the Honourable Lady, to whom 
they are Dedicated : For whoſe — 
_ tations and References foo, hen the Matter 
' would bear it, were made in Engliſh. Theſe I 
have continued in the ſame Language fill, partly 
becauſe I ſuppoſe it will make them of more general 
Te, and partly becauſe I think, that though the © 
Diſcourſe be now publiſh'd, yet the chief * to S 
i remains fill in the firſt Proprietor. | 
ye Reader may perhaps enquire, why theſe 
Pipes: come out ſo late, and (it may be too) why 
they come out at all, ſince another has already 
wWurrote upon the ſame Argument. To the firſt / 
reply, that they were not originally intended for 
_ the Prels, and therefore it is no wonder if it prov'd 
fo long before they got thither. To the ſecond, 
all [ have to Ja) 155 That what ¶ have here 


the Quo- . 
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Written * ſeen by ſame Friends, for "4 = 
have a great deference, they judg'd that it would 
| bave its uſe too, as well as the other Piece before= 
mention d. To whoſe Judgment I ſubmitted, cal. 
ling to mind that known Paſſage of a learned Fa- 9 9 
ther; * Every thing that is written, does not. A Au- 
> fall into the hands of all Perſons. Perhaps ſome guſt. 
may meet with my Books, who may hear no- % Tri 
thing of others, which have treated better of REES 4: 
'* #F the ſame Subject. It is uſeful therefore that 1 
the fame Queſtions ſhould be handled by feve= 
ral Perſons, after a different Method, though 
according to the Principles of the ſame Faid, 
that ſo the Explication of Difficulties and the 8 
Arguments for the Truth, may come to the 
; Knowledge of V one, either one way or 
A other. | 
Au bere 1 ſbould have talen my ve of the 
= Reader for the preſent, and diſmiſs'd bim to the 
peruſal of the following Treatiſe (if he be ſo diſ- 
pod) but that I think my ſelf oblig'd to take no- 
tice of two or three Paſſages in the Hiſtory of the 
Works of the Learned, for the Month of May 
1699, which contradict " ſome Particulars that  _ 
bave aſſerted in the following Treatiſe. They are 
in the Account of the Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory "RIF, 
| Mr. Baſnage, but to whom _y are to be afcrib's r 
1 cannot * 45 8 | 
Perbaps they may N from that Author, 7 8 
A and perhaps they may be the Miſtakes of thoſe who 
tranſmitted the Account of his Work from Hol- 
land zo our Engliſh Publiſhers. I charge them 
therefore direftly upan no body, but fending them 
in the Book above- mention d, ſhall give my Rea- 
ſons why / took upon them as erroneous, 
3 — * 


: —_— 


" X]- - ww PU” ,©-- 


2 2 - 6 


: The p * FA j . 


1 begin 2 p. 283, ado we are told in the = I 
| ſecond Paragraph, bow Mr. B. demonſtrates *' 
that for three Ages after Chriſt, there was no 
certain Canon; when both ee Perſons, and 
alſo whole Churches, partly admitted Suppo- 
ſtitious Books for ſacred, we ron .- 
Genuine as Prophane. How 725 "this Eſertian = 
is defign'd to extend, and what Mr. B. has done 
to confirm it, is no other ways evident to me at 
pPereſent, than by the Argument which is immedi- | 
" ately ſubjoin'd, to ſatisfy us of the Strength of 
tbe Demonſtration. This is intended to affett © 
the whole Bible, but I think a much lower Word 71 
= _ Demonſtration might have ſerv'd the turn, | 
uunleſs there be ſtronger Keaſons in reſerve. For it 
follows. S0 Origen believ'd that Hermas's 
Paſtor was a Book divinely inſpir' d. On the 
cContrary, Theodorus of Mopſueſtia calls the Book 
of Job a Fable borrow'd from Paganiſm; the | 
Books of Chronicles and Eſdras a vain 8 = 


the Song of Solomon a Love Song, &c. 


CCC 


. * How far hs Ancients had any Didferences about 
35 the Canon of the New Teſtament, | have explain'd in its 
due place, my Buſineſs here is' to prove that Hermas 
was never eſteem' d part of it, or Canonical. And alſo 
to examine the Teſtimony of Theodorus * ſome 


Books of the Old. 


in 


— —— — — * n 
p 


ly deſpis'd the | 


HW have here two Arguments alledg d, one to 
prove there was no certain Canon of the New 
Teſtament, and the other to evince as much for 
| the Old. Andyet it is evident at firf fight, that 
| neither of theſe Inſtances give us the leaſt Infor- 

mation of the Judgment of whole Churches, un- 

- "_ Origen and Theodorus can * fe to * 1 


Teſtimony o 


JW EO. 


well as Jewiſh Canon. 


= the Doctrine of Peter twice by that Name, in 
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i * * of more People than be, "— 
 evhich I am confident can never be made out. 
_ Origen I am ſure delivers his own Opinion on- 


. and yet never deſign d to advance Hermas in- 


to the Number of Canonical Books, as / have 
" obſerv'd in the following Diſcourſe, in Anſwer 

3 =þ to the ſecond Objettion (p. 
s 


fhall however add a Teſtimony or two more to nw 


25, 26, and 29, 30.) 
think I have 3 ſufficiently ſhewn, but 


the [ame purpoſe. 


Toys then he ſpeaks, in his Eighth Homily - 
Numbers: Þ That one Day o 
3 pens'd with a Years Puniſhment, we read not Bat. Edu. 
3 only in this Book, wherein there is nothing 
Z - whoſe Truth can 'be in the leaſt doubred ; but 
* rhe ſame things alſo are taught in the Book of the 
Paſtor, if a ny one think good to admit the 
that 3 Zy which Words © 
it is evident, that Origen puts a great Difference 
| between the Paſtor of Hermas and the Book 1 
Numbers, which was one of the Chriſtian as 
In this, be affirms eve- 
ry thing deliver'd, as undoubtedly true; but 
| plainly intimates, he did not judge ſo of the for- e 
mer; by diſtinguiſhing it from, and placing it in 
Oppoſition to this, and leaving it to the Readers 
Diſcretion, whether he'll be concluded by the Au- 
 thority of it, or no. hs 
ture, but that was a Title frequently given to 
any Books whoſe Subject was religious; of which 
I have produc'd fowl Inſtances in the following 
Treatiſe, and ſpall only add here, that the Author 
of whom we are now ſpeaking, even Ori gen, in 


| He calls it indeed Scrip- 


the Preface to his Books of Principles, © calls 


00 


Sin is recom- ® F. 103. 


m_—_ 


OI OS 


F. 112. 
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. 


** 7 of a few Tides: though he as. ex- 
Preſſiy tells us, that it was neither wrote by St. 


Peter, nor by any other inſpir'd Perſon. 
Again, we read in bis Fourteenth Homily on 


| Geneſis; 4 1/aac therefore dug Wells, and 


the Followers of //aac dug too. The Follow- 


ers of Iſaac are Matthew, Mark, Luke, John. 
The Followers of [/aac are Peter, James, and 
Jude. The Apoſtle Paul is a Follower of J. 
faac. For all theſe dig the Wells of the New 
Teſtament. Here we have all the Writers of © 

_ the New Teſtament reclon d up, but not a Word — 4 


x Hermas and his Paſtor. 


From theſe two Paſſages, and thoſe dich # 1 
e have alledg'd in the following Diſcourſe, it is 
apparent, that Origen is every where conſiſtent 1 
with bimſelf in this matter, and always rejects the 
Book of Hermas from being a part of the Canon. 
11 ts probable, he might have done the ſame too im 
Bis Explanations on the Epiſtle to the Romans; 
Raw? Whence * # <4: ad . is e _ 


— 


— — — 


— 


> Perbaps it it may be 125 that theſe Paſſages 2 are ta- 7 0 
ken out of thoſe Works ot Origen, which are extant on- 
ly in Latin; I grant it, but then add, that ſo is the Oba | 

jection too, and certainly a Tranflation ought to be ad- 
mitted for an Anſwer, when it is alledged for an Obje- | 
Cition. For according to our Engliſp Proverb, Every Man 
_ ought to buy. and ſell by the ſame Meaſure. But i reply, 
((A.) That I have ſhewn in the following Diſcourſe - b 
__ _(p-29, 30.) that Origen ſpeaks after the ame manner, | 
in thoſe Works of his which are ſtil} extant in the Greek. 

And therefore we have a great deal of Reaſon to ſuppoſe * 

that the Tranſlators have alter'd nothing in their Ver- ' 


fions, as to this Matter, ſince what is found in them is 


conſonant to thoſe Pieces of his, which are preſerved in 


the fame Language, wherein ey were firſt written. 


+. * 1 


pens dave 704 us in what Senſe he Jaded this 
Piece to have been divinely inſpir'd, if tbe Tran- 


—— —— 2 —— — 


— 
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ſlator of that Work, had not contratied it ſo far, 


e 10 leave out above half of what was publiſh'd + e See the _ 
by Origen. Perhaps we might have there read, Preface ts 
F: © S he thought Hermas to have been no otherwiſe 1 wk _ : 
inſpir d, than bis Maſter * Clemens and s him- ,,, 
7 ſelf judg'd the Heathen Philoſophers zo have * See An- 
been, when they taught things agreeable to the ſever 16 


Truth and found Doctrine, which both theſe he Jecone 


Obj ec? 40%, : | | 


Fathers thought were manifeſted and diſcover'd 


to them by God. Aud ſo perhaps Origen jadg 4 2 2 1 


this Book of Hermas inſpir'd, becauſe be look'd gainſt 


I upon it as containing uſeful Truths, and ſuppos'd © 7. 


181.4 6. 


15 othing of that Nature, could be wrote without , 276. 


the Divine Aſſiſtance. But be that as it will, 
and let him mean by it what he can, it is evident 


be never admitted it into the Canon, nor efteem'd 


it of equal Authority with the Books of me. . 


: New La TEN 


2 proceed now to the ſceond hae of the Ari 


ment, in the Paſſage above alleds'd, which is . 
urg d againſt ſome Books of the Old Teſtament, 


and is in theſe Words On the contrary, Theo- 8 
dorus of Mopſueſtia, calls the Book of Job 
_ a Fable borrow'd from Paganiſm 3 the Books of N 


Chronicles and Eſdras, a vain Rhapſody ; the i 
Song of Solomon a Love Song, Te. This is . © 
produc d to ſhew the Church had no certain Canon 


.Y of the Old Teſtament for three hundred Years, 


but with what Ground or Reaſon will 7uickly * 
pear. 
1 muſt confeſs this does not properly belong Wd 
the Province have unter taten at pre ſem, which 
| . 


4 o * 
* es = 
N — * + nn LE DT. * 
e A Ir AS 


„ #- 


+ 102 Tim. 


PF. 16. tion. Aud again, when be adds, v All Scripture * | 
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is 7 to 7 tbe Canon of the New Teſts- | 
ment. But becauſe ſuch as are little vers'd in 
Controverſies of this Nature, may poſſibly be 
| fumbled at theſe Expreſſions, and per = think © 


them unanſwerable, if I ſay nothing to them when 4 


they lie thus directly in my way, I hope I ſhall 1 


be excus'd if I ſpend a few Lines in laying open 1 


the Weakneſs of this Objection. Y 
Firſt then, that the Jews had a certain Conc, 4 


which comprehended all the Books that we reckon 4 


as parts of the Old T eſtament, and no more, is 


nd evident and notorious. Theſe, as we learn from | 
1 io L x. 4 - h Joſephus, and Euſebius, who tranſcribes bis | 


ww — th Thien, they reduc'd in their Way of computa- me 


1037, tion, to the Number of twenty two. After what | 


1036. manner they reckon'd them up, * does not belong | 
i. 3. c. 10. to my preſent Buſineſs to ſet down; but only 10 
18 remark, that their Canon was receiv'd by our | 
- Oda Saviour and his Apoſtles. For certainly our | 
Euiedius, bleſſed Lord recommended the Books of the Jewiſh | 
1.6. 6. 25. Canon and none others, when he exhorted his Hear- | 
dl John 5. erg to ſearch the Scriptures. He argued too, 
if 39. * we maybe ſure, from them, when he expounded to 
| * Luke the two Diſciples, * in all the Scriptures, 
24.27. the things concerning himſelf. Tbeſe were the 


done by 


Scriptures, which the Bereans are ſo bighly com- : 


Ads 17. mended n for ſearching, and of them without doubt 


TT. St. Paul /poke, when he tells Timothy » that 
which were able to make him wiſe unto Salya- 


is given by Inſpiration of God, Sc. Theſe 


Paſſages, and ſeveral others of the "ſame Nature, 


muſs be underſfood of thoſe Books which paſs'd for 


authentick among the Jews, they can be under= 7+ 


feed ; q a 


he had from a Child known the Scriptures, | Z 
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eſta- food of no other, except the Apoſtle be ſuppos d is ; 
i © comprehend beſides ſome of the earlieft Pieces of LY J 
ly be © the New Teſtament under the Title of All Scrip- : 
think ture, which I ſhall not diſpute in this place. And 
when \ therefore, fince the Jewiſh Canon was admitted 
hal! © as ſuch by our Lord himſelf and his Diſciples, tis 
open | manifeſt the Chriſtian Church was not at Liberty 
"  # 70 rejeft what Books of the Old Teſtament they 
non, pPleas d, but were oblig'd by no leſs than Infallible 
kon Authority, to efteem all for Divine, which the 
„ is | Jews, ? to whom the Oracles of God had been, , 
om committed, embrac'd under that Notion. And 
bis * accordingly we find 4 Melito, Biſhop of Sardis, in 4 Euſeb.” 
' 3 the ſecond, and Origen in the beginning of the Eccl Hit, 
Third Century, collecting the Names of thoſe © bog +4 — 
Books, which had been receiv'd in the Jewiſh , "4 66 
Church, and publiſbing the ſame to the Chriſtians, 
3 as thoſe which ought to be own'd and actnowledg d 
y them too for Canonical. It's true indeed, the 
Book of the leſſer Prophets is omitted in the 
Account which Euſebius gives us from Origen; 
but that was certainly à miſtake of the Tranſcri-= :. 
ber; as is apparent ( beſides ſeveral other Evi» 
dences) from hence, that Origen in his Treatiſe 
againſt Celſus, * joins the twelve Minor Pro- „ „ 
phets to the others, and tells the Philoſopher 3 — 
that he had wrote Explanations upon ſome of 
Tig is, I think, ſufficient to prove that th 
Church had a certain Canon of the Old Teſta- 
ment, during the firſt 300 Years; whatever O- 
- pinion Theodorus of Mopſueſtia might entertain 
concerning {ome particular Books. Thoſe very 
Books were undoubtedly part of the Jewiſh Code; 
they were reckon'd up as ſuch by the Fathers now 
MOT 3 5 e mention d, 


to the 
Books of 
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— 


e our Saviour and rhe Writers of the New 
Leſtament. 


1 ) It ſeems not a little Extravagant to bring : 

*  Theodorus of Mopſueſtia, as a Witneſs for the 
Doctrine of the firit 300 Years in the caſe now 
before us, fince, if his Teſtimony proves any Þ 
thing, it muſt neceſſarily reach a great way far- % 
ther. For, as Dr. Cave obſerves in his Hiſtoria .Y 
Literaria, he was made Biſhop of Mopſueſtia iz | 

the Tear 392, and govern'd that Church for 36 F 
Fears, not dying before the Year 428. So that | 

/ bis Authority be look'd upon as [ufficient to de- 

clare the Judgment of the Catholick Church iv Þ} 
bis Days, it muſt prove that the Canon of the 
Old Tettament was not ſettled for above 40 


„ Catech, of Jeruſalem, ? Epiphanius of Cyprus, * Gre- 
Ds , Here gory of Nazianzum, * Jerom of Paleſtine, and 
1 Rufinus of Aquileia, were of a quite different 

; - 97 the Opinion. There is not one of all theſe, but wag 
Genume more conſiderable than Theodorus, and fitter ts 


Books of 


the ech. give an Account of the Judgment of the Catho- *F 
ture. lick Church than be; and therefore when all of 

*. Prologus them join in aſſerting the Authority of the Books 
which he rejected, tis abſurd to pretend that the 
Kings. Opinion he entertain'd, muſt be of more Autho- 


o On the Tity than all theirs put together, and aſſure us 


Creed. that the Church had then 10 ſettled Canon y 
— / — = 


mention d, "A the whole Canon of the Jews N 
Aſſerted and atteſied, not only by them, but alſo * 


N * Dn f * * 2 - ny 
W * . „ * N 


3 co; 

Tears; but that it was lawful for any one during 
that time, to admit or reject what Books thereof ne 
2 Ro. = he pleas'd. This, I am ſure, is a very odd No- 1 
- a probes tion, and will never be admitted by thoſe wha , 
to the know, that in the Fourth Century, * Arthanaſi- Y ,, 
 Pfalms. us of Alexandria, Hilary of Poictiers, x Cyril 1 


1 the Old . when ever y one of theſe 7 27 
* the direct contrary. Theſe great Names, I think, 
are ſufficient to oppoſe to Theodorus of Mopſue- ET 
” ſtia, if I had nothing elſe to ſay. But I ſhall 


2 8 ad e Icons * 5 * 5 
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proceed farther, and alledge, the Council of La- 
odicea, which met about the Year 360, aud own'd 
all the Books of the Old Teſtament, that were 
receiv'd by the Jews for Canonical. The De- 


cCrees of this Counſel were ſoon after taken into 
3 7he Code of the Univerſal Church, and are, up- 
en that Account, an undeniable Teſtimony of 


the Opinion of the whole Chriſtian World in 


3 this matter; and withall inform us, that the 

8 Biſhop of Mopſueſtia, in ſighting the Books a= 
3 bove-mention'd, did directly contradict the Judg- . 
ment and practice of the Catholick Church. 


(3-) This will be ſtill farther manifeſt, if we — 


| 1 ider that for this very thing, among others, 
be was cenſur'd and condemn'd by the Fifth Ge- 


neral Counſel. We have none of the W riungs of 
Theodorus now extant ; nothing but what is quo- 


ted from him and preſerv'd by others. Neither 


can we judge what he believ'd and taught but by 


| theſe Citations. There are many Paſſages taken 
out of his Works in the Fourth Collation of the 


Fifth Counſel, at Conſtantinople, and among ok 


 thers, fix or ſeven Paſſages, wherein it appears, 


that he allow'd neither the Book of Job nor the 1 


N { Canticles, nor perhaps the Proverbs or Ecclefia- 
ſtes, vo be of Divine Authority. But for this, 


he is in plain terms condemn'd © by the Fathers of %% * 5 
that Synod; and we are thereby taught, that the . Sep 
Don ine which he embrac'd in this Particular, 


muas ſ far from being approv'd, that it was in- 


deed * and cenſur d by the Catholicks. It 
is 


* . Lo RS r n 8 "XL 4 2 . A 4 4 £ 


40m. 1 
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is. ir a very ſtrange method of arguing, ro 


pretend to give an Account of the Judgment of the 


| 2 by the Opinions of this Biſhop, when 
yet the Church expreſſly condemn'd bim for hold- hi 


ing and maintaining thoſe very Opinions. 


Dyat he call d the Books of Chronicles and 
5 Eſdras, a vain Rhapſody, I do not find. If be fi 
1. did, both the Council o Chalcedon, which d e- hi 
8 Rabliſh'd the Decrees of that of Laodicea, nes 
| alſo the Fifth General Council, of which we have © 

been now ſpeaking, by © ſubſcribing to the Canons BY 
of the other, plainly condemn what he held 9 
thbeſe Books too. So that if we'll mate ti. 
muate of the Doctrine of the Church rather /rom Þ fr 
three ſuch eminent Councils as zheſe a than | 
from the Writings of 2 ſingle Biſhop, 17s moſt | 
certain and evident, that all the Books, which | 


be rejected, were admitted by the whole Body 


of Catholicks both before and after his time, and © 


conſequently that the Argument, which endeavours N 


to prove the contrary from his Particular CPinien, 5 
8 1 no Force ans — 1 8 oY 


2 aca now 10 ſome * Palins, which : 


ſeem exceptionable, and find (p. 281.) the follow- | 


ing Words: Our Author Aa the ſecond Epi- 
ſtle of St. Peter is receiv'd by all Churches at 
this Day, and many of the Fathers cited it as 


7 genuine, foraſmuch as Athanaſius makes uſe of 
it againſt the Arians, Oration the ſecond. f 


it be infinuated by theſe Words, that Athanaſius | 
wa the firſt who quoted it for genuine, I have 
prov'd that to be à miſtake in the following 


Papers; and if the Reader pleaſes to conſult the 


Anlwer 4 have given to the F ifth Objection, f 


bel 


8 
— — 8 — 
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„ fo e' pms * rhat thre were thoſe, who aſeriv'd N : 
the it to St. Peter, long before Athanaſius appear d in 
„hben "tbe World. And f this Father teſtiſies as much * See the 


olds © bimſelf, who, reckoning this Epiſtle among the — 
4 authentick Books of the New Teſtament, aſſures 48 


5 33 men- 
and us, that he had the Warrant of the Ancients and jones. 


4 . vubich be there puts into his Catalogue. 

and The Objection from the difference of Style, 
ave between chis and the firſt Epiſtle, Mr. B. an- 
ons (wers bimſelf 3 and / therefore 1 24 on to what | 

5 70 oo follows. oe : 

fti= | Euſebius 6. 3 3) writes that he hed : 

ow ' from his 3 * this Epiſtle was not 
n | at firſt inſerted into the Canon, Ec. Euſebius 

10 | ſays ſomething to this purpoſe, but, 1 think, what 

1% we here read, carries the matter a little too far. 
dy De Hiforian indeed tells us, that he had receiv'd 
nd. by Tradition, or from his Predeceſſors, that the 
5 ſecond Epiſtle aſcrib'd to St. Peter, was (or 

n, ought to be) no part of the New Teſtament. 
|} But he does not acquaint us of what Antiquity _ = 

| þ 7 or Extent the Tradition was, much leſs does he 

” Y 

U- IF Reader 20 ſuppoſe, that it was everywhere re- 
1jJected upon its firſt Appearance; but only, thit 
at ÞF zhoſe Books or Perſons, from which he deriv'd bis PC 
as {| Information, did not acknowledge it, 

f Immediately after we are told, That i in Gre- 

oF gory Nazianzen's time, few of the Orthodox 
B receiv'd it for divine. Mbere we may learn this, 

e I cannot tell: I am ſure the Father ſays no ſuch 

8 thing in thoſe places where he treats profeſſedly 

© oe the Books of the Scripture. He acknowledges 
„indeed in his Verles to Seleucus, 3 that ſome 874. 2, 
/ 3 reciv'd, and ſome rejected it. But he does not hs 


N Fr Preachers of Chriſtianity for all the Picces, 


ſay, as this Tranſlation would induce an unwary 


" Con ay, 


—— — — —— — —— 


xviii The PE Ac . 
— fon, that the former were fewer thas the . | Jo 
neither does be interpoſe bis own Judgment there. into 
Though he does in h another Poem, where he ex- have 


h p. 98. 
Pere ſſiy reckons two Epiſtles of St. Peter among 
Ihe genuine Books of the New Teſtament. It 

follows, The Syrians have not inſerted it in their 

ancient Verſion, neither do they read it at this 
Day, unleſs privately. hat nay be the Reaſon 
= this, [ have ventur'd to gueſs in the Notes on 


e ſufficiently teſtiſies what Books the Church of 9 
England actnowledges for authentick at this Day. 
i p. 282. 


p. 17. to which J refer the Reader. 


me are farther told, That the Spaniards per- 4 
ſiſted in the ſame Err or till the ſeventh Cen- 
tury, — and alſo afterwards (p. 283.) That the 
Epiſtle to the Hebrews was not receiv'd as ſa- 
_ cred and authentick in the Wettern Church, 1 

1 till the ſame time.. i 
bai particular Reaſons Mr. B. has 72 theſe q 
two Aſſertions, 1 cannot judge, becauſe his Epi- 
tomizer does not alledge any. But 1 have this 
_— (befi des the Teſtimony of fingle Perſons) to urge © 
on the contrary fide; that the Council of Lao- 
dicea acknowledg'd both for Canonical, about the 


Zear 369, which being not long after, taken into 


_ the Code of the univerſal Church, and alſo far- 
ther eftabliſh'd by the Fourth General Council, 
in the middle of the Fifth Century, is as clear þ 
an Evidence, that the whole Catholick Church, 
zn all the Provinces thereof, receiv'd both theſe | 
Epiſtles for genuine Parts of the New Tefta- © 


ment, as the Sixth of the Thirty Nine Articles 


And therefore I wonder at what is ſaid i con- 
cerning the Epiſtle of St. James, that in the 


Fifth Age it was | firſt ] receiv'd by all as 


Canonical, becaule all the F athers of that Age 


9 


—_— 


mers ¶ cite . the e Councils inſerted it 
err. into their Canons. How far it appears now to 
be ex- bave been admitted before the fourth Age, * : 
mong za ve ſhewn in the following Treatiſe; bur that 
— 4 both it and the other controverted Pieces were 
their generally receiv'd in that Century, I have prov'd 


bad more Influence upon the general Reception of 
Per- bis Epiſtle, ban the Synods of Carthage could 

have, which were never ſubmitted to by the 
the . Eaſtern Chriſtians. _ 


$ Authority over any but thoſe of their oye 5 

„ trey, yet perhaps it may be pretended, that the 

"eſe F Ces of ys, and rok ther eabout, might 

i however ſuffer themſelves to be concluded by their 

Judgment in the matter now before us; becauſe 

the Canon, concerning the Books of Scripture 

was appointed to be ſent to them, it was decreed 
bat they ſhould be conſulted in the Caſe, and the 

' F Grounds upon which the Biſhops of Carthage 

3Z proceeded, are therein offer'd to their Conſidera- 


putes) I have refirain'd my Aſſertion to the 
Eaſtern Churches; for is certain none of the 
Particulars above-mention'd had any place among 
them, and by Conſequence what was determin'd in 
Africa, could have no Influence in that Age upon 
their acknowledging the Epiſtle of St. James. The 
African Canons were not receiv'd by them till 
above 200 Tears after, and then they were taten 
into the Oriental Code, as is obſerv'd in the 
E Diſcourſe (together with ſome Epiſtles 
of Athanaſius and ſeveral other Biſhops) upon 
a 2 S—_ 
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this * from ſeveral Teſtimonies, whereof the Coun- * cer the 
eaſos > *cil of Laodicea is one; and certainly the Canons Account 


co on Tehereof, which were every where acknowledg'd, eh 


ens 5 


$ ſa- For though the African Falkens bad wo dives © 


Lion. And therefore (to prevent needleſs Diſs 


pl s 1 * 5 l "I 
-\ n 1 1 * * aL * — A#*% 2 * 
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the - Sw (not of the — 3 at at | 


Carthage, but) of the Sixth General Council, 
_ evhich, approving of the matter they contain'd, 


| 2 confirm a and. efabliſh'd them. * 4 "M 


Canons of Laodicea had been admitted by the 


3 Univerſal Church, Eaſtern as well as Weſtern, 


in the very Century whereof we are now ſpeał- 


ing; and from them therefore we may with the © 


moſt certainty judge what Books were at that 


time eſteem d parts of the New Teſtament in all © 
Places. Hereunto may be added, that it is ap- 
parent from the Canon whereof we are now |} 
diſcourſi ing (which is the 24." of the African Code 


in Juſtellus, and the 27% in Balſamon) that nei- 


1 85 ther the Epiſtles of St. James, nor any other of th 


| Books there reckon'd ap, began then to be firſt 
 eamitted into thoſe Churches. No, they bad been 
acknowledg'd long before, and, as the Fathers ex- | 
Preſſly tell us, were received C1 them # — their $ 


1 Predeceſſors. 


But we are farther told (b. 28 ) that it Was s | 


after the Seventh Century, before the Revelati- 


on was acknowledg'd by the Eaſtern Churches 
- and again, (p. 284.) That rhe Laodicean \ 


5 Council was the firſt thar ſtruck the Kevelati- 
on and Book of Judith out of the ſacred Canon. 


What is 10 be thought of the Rev elation, I have 
HbBereafter declar' d, (p. iy, &c.) But as tothe 

Book of Judith, 7 * (1.) That the Laodi- 
 _ cean Fathers could not ſtrite that out of the Ca- 


non of the Primitive Church, becauſe it does not 


appear that it was ever in; any more than Eck- 


cleſiaſticus, Tobit, c. ( 2.) 45 to the Story of 
the Council of Nice's alledging it as Divine 
(which is here hinted at) I believe it to be all Fable. 

S.. Jerome only tells us that it was reported or 


aid 


— 


—— — 


D 


ds at aid fo; and notwithſtanding that, it is plain =_ 
J his Preface to the Proverbs, that he look'd up- —_ 
on it as Apocryphal, which he would never have 
done, if be had really believ'd the Nicene Fathers 
had taken it into the Canon, Neither, if there 
6 had been the leaſt Evidence that they had ſo done, 
would the Synod of Laodicea have rejected it. 
> For all the World knows, that the Catholicks 
bad every where ſo profound a Reverence and 
{ Veneration for the Decrees of the fit General 
Council, that it is impoſſible to ſuppoſe a Pro- 
3 vincial Synod world, /o quickly after, attempt 
3 270 reſcind what they had once eſtabliſh'd, 


I have now done with the Account of the E-. 
ſt Cclefiaſtical Hiſtory of Mr. B. and do here again 
= = declare to the World, that none of the Miſtakes, 
3 which I have been here examining, ought to be 
3 #mputed any farther to him, than the Undertakers 
* at Rotterdam have tranſmitted a faithful Ac- 
count of that Work to their Correſpondents at 
London. If they have fail d therein, what Er- 
tors there be, muſt be laid at their Door, and not 
at that of the learned Author. I would gladly 
indeed have conſulted the Original, but not ha= 
wing the Opportunity of ſo doing, I thought my 
ſelf under a kind of Obligation to take notice of 
he Paſſages above-mention'd, becauſe they might 
i- be urg d as Objections ag ainſt ſome of thiſle 
| Truths, which I have aſſerted, and ( 7 hope) 
_ proy'd in the following Diſcourſe 


Ts Objettions 3 the Canon of the Ne ew = 


s © Teſtament propos d. "Page 2. 
5 27 the Word Canon, what makes any Book C- 
nionical, Fc. 66 
5 E hen the Books of the Ne ew Teſtament gene- NH 
rally were ſent over the Church. 9 
of the Firſt Canon, and the Evidence for the 
Boots thereof. 1 
1 55 of the Second Canon, and the Rubens for the | 
r 7 145 9 
_ Of Eccleſiaſtical Books. - TY rn, ” 
Of Spurious Books. N 3 
J T's Firſt Objection anſwer'd. Sn 
Second Objection aufer d. — 


1 A Boot, though call d 3 or ee in the 


Church, not therefore judg d Canonical. 26 


85 The Paſtor o Hermas particularly conſider d. 29 : 


: (See alſo the Preface. 
7 The Canonical Books depend not on the Teftimony 
O a fingle Father. — 
J. T's Third Obljection anſwer'd. is | 
5 Fourth Objection anſwwer d. 36 
a, the T1 8 — Hereticks not fo valid as 


that | 


29-- 


ſtament, under Perſecution. 39 
; 3 . T Fifth Objection anſwer d. . ibid. | 
Leſtimonies for the Books of the . Canon, or 


RY "IE 
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"that of the Catholicks, in the caſe of » Ca- n 


non. 37 + 
I Was Death to keep the Beaks of the New Te- 


ſeven Controverted Pieces, when our Author oy: * 


5 they were rejected by all, &c. 


4 St. James, the Apoſtle, Author of the Epi 


under that Name. 


S.. Jude, the Apoſtle, Author of. the Erl un- 


der that Name. 


3 7 he Antiquity of the Syriack Verkon, vindicated 


From the Objeftions of Mr. Du Pin. 


rt Not ſo good Reaſon to admit the Preaching =_ 
* Revelation, attributed to St. Peter, into the 


| Canon, as the ſeven Controverted Pieces. 49 
J. T's Sixth Obje&ion anſewer d. ä 


1 Seventh e anſwer'd. 575 „ 
= Of the Manichees. _ . 


How far they rejected the New as ' 
St. Auguſtin's Arguments to prove, againſt them, 
that the Books of the New Teſtament are ge- 

nuine, not corrupted, or contradiftory, and that 

the $8 criprares, peculiar 70 them, are Forge-. 


- + a . 0 
= J. T's Eighth Objefion anſiwer d. 9, 
__ of the Nazarens and Ebionites, their Goſpel, Fn, 
! ; of the Fleſaites 1 Sev crians, Sc. 1 . 


Of the Marcionftes, and their Scriptures. 


St. John's Goſpel not wrote by Cerinthus. 7s 
* T5 Ninth Objettion auſwer d. 


Te enth Oljection, On Mr. D. anfwer- 


FA 8. 


Ado- 


1 

- 8 

. 

NY 

2 
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— 1 0 fo lical Writing pere in the «fo — | 
88 


5 Clemens, Bartabas, &e. as far as appears, mY = 


no ſpurious Writings. 


Of other Goſpels, and the Do&tines of the A IJ 


poſtles, S . 


oo The Apoſtle John, Author of the 1200 1 Epiſies ; F 


and the Revelation. . 


J. T's Firſt Difficulty, drawn from Mr. D. a» 


„„ — 9 ol 


Wy ——Second Difficulty. te 4 

Third Difficulty. RE A 
- - Fourth Difficulty as. — = 
3 of he . Apoſtolical Canons and bai. 1090 WM _- 
JJ __ AE 2 3 
Barnabas Vindicated. 222 
An Index of Places in Irenzus and | Tertullian, 1 
where the Books of the New Teſtament are 


_ aſcribed to * Authors, whoſe Names they 
now bear. RT 


| Their Arguments to prove theſe Books Genuine and | 
RR 30-1 
5 Another Index of Places in Clemens of Alexan- 


dria, Origen, and Cyprian. N ak 2 


What Julian the Apoſtare thought of the Genuine- 


| neſs of the Books of the New Teſtament, with | 
n — . N * 


nocence as to that matter. I ſhall not con- 


cern my ſelf at preſent in that Controverſy, 
nor examine whether our Author be guilty 
e Bi 3 


UR Author in the beginning of 
tis Treatiſe, falls very ſeverely 
; on Mr. Blackall, who had char- 
ged him, in a Sermon before the 

— Houle of Commons, with que- 
ſtioning the Authority of ſome of the Books 
of the New Teſtament, in his Hiſtory of the 
Life of Milton. This he ſays was an un- 
Charitable as well as groundleſs Accuſation, 
and brings many Arguments to prove his In- 


 Teſtamene | 
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or not of what is lay'd to his Charge. lam | 
| ſure all he alleges for his own Vindication is 


na a grand Impertinency, and ſuch a notorious * 
abuſing of his Readers, as is not eaſily to be 


_ found m Writers, who are not of his Com- 


plexion. It is juſt as if a Man fhould vin- 
dicate himlelf from having ever robb'd on 
the High-way, and as ſoon as he had finiſh'd $ 
his Diſcourſe, ſhould fall upon and ſpoil the 
next Traveller he meets. For thus he after Aa 
long Harangue, wherein he pretends to clear 
himſelf from the Aſperſions of Mr. Blackall, 
and prove that he never inſinuated that any of 1 
the Books of the New Teſſament might juſt- | 
ly be queſtion'd, proceeds (if I underſtand | 


—- Engliſh) to affert the fame with open Face, 


at nothing elſe but to ſink their Authority, 


and make Men believe there is no ſufficient 


ground for receiving the preſent Canon. Whe- 
ther this be his Intention or no, I think will 
| eaſily appear to any one who ſhall conſider | 
: the following Particulars. _ 4-1 
1.) He affirms (p. 52.) that Gi font 53 
ous Pieces have been quoted by the Fathers 


ſtimony the preſent Canon is eſtabliſnd. From 


fer, that thoſe Spurious and our Canonical 


Books ought to go together, and either be e- 
gaually admitted or equally rejected, ſince they 
are founded upon the fame Teſtimonies. 
| (2.) He looks upon the Epiſtles of Barnabas, 
the 9 of Hermas, the Epiſtles of Pew 


and brings ſeveral Arguments, which can am 


as of equal Authority with thoſe which we re- 
Cc.̃. mtive; even by thoſe Fathers upon whoſe Te- 


whence it is evident, he would and muſt in- 


New } Tehhament Pindcated. 


—_ -— dt — * 


7 eme ns | Biſhop of Rome, and . 0 ; 
be all Forgeries, (p. 43, 46.) and yet he tells 
us (p. 44) that the Ancients pay'd them the 
higheſt Reſpeft, and reckon'd the firſt four of 
them eſpecially as good as any part of the New 


* Teſtament. So that the Teſtimony of the 


* Ancients for the Canon of the New Teſtament a 
ſeems to be of no value, ſince, if we'll believe 5 
3 our Author, they put Forgeries in the ſame 
rank with the Books thereof, and eſteem d f 
them of the ſame Authority. e 
HS gre urges p. 47.) that he can't des. N 
y the Writings of St. Mark and 
St. Luke ſhould be receiv d into the Canon, and 
thoſe of Clemens Biſhop of Rome and St. Bar- 
nabas be excluded, by thoſe who look upon 
them as genuine. "Canes the two former were 
not Apoſtles, but only Companions and Fel- 
3 low-Labourers with the Apoſtles, and {0 were 
F EX the two latter as well as they. e . 
= 1 We read (P. F6.) in ſo many . 
= that, There is not one ſingle Book of the New 
Teſtament, which was not refus'd by ſome of 
the Ancients as unjuſtly father'd upon the Apo- ; 


: ond wh 


1 Ples, and really forg d by their Adverſaries. 


7.) He tells us in the fame Page, That as - 
Eee to the Hebrews, that of St. James, the 

Second of St. Peter, the Second and Third of 

St. John, the Epiſtle of St. Jude, and the Re- 
velation, were a long time plainly doubted by 
Ihe Ancients. And as it this had not been e- 

nough he adds (p. 64.) that they were rejected : 
a long time by all Chriſtians, almoſt with uni- 


ver ſal conſent. 
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as Tetrafted before. 


0 To Cel/as in the ſame Page, * joins | 
OY as Manicheans, (fitly enough I confeſs) Who 
he'd other Scriptures, and deny'd the * OY 


weſs of the whole New Teſtament. 


(8.) We are told (p. 64.) that the Fhio- =_ 
nites or Nazarens (who were the oldeſt Chri- 
ftians) bad a different Copy of St. Matthew's Þ} 
Goſpel ;, the Marcionites had a very different * 
one of St. Luke's ; St. John's was attributed | 
70 Cerinthus; and all the Epiſtles of St. Paul 
were deny'd by ſome, and a * Copy of 


them ſhew'd by others. 


0.) He urges (e. 735 54 Y that Eaſchins ; 
rejets the Aci, Goſpel, Preaching and Reve= 
lation of Peter from being Authentick for no | 

other reaſon, but becauſe no ancient or modern | 

Writer (ſays he) has quoted Proofs out of | 
them. But herein Euſebius was miſtaken, for |} 


76 ) To ſhew that he'll leave no Stone | 
unturn'd to expreſs the favourable Opinion 
he has of the New Teſtament, he brings in 

Clas a Heathen (p. 60.) as a Witnels a- 
gainſt the Chriſtians, l ho exclaims againſt the 

Loo great Liberty they took (as if they were 

drunk) of changing the firſt Writings of the 

_ Goſpel, three or four or more times, that ſo they 

 mizht deny whatever was urg'd oy _ 


| the contrary appears by the Teflimonies marc t! 


tu the Catalogue, which any Body may compare 
evith the Originals. In another place be ſays 
that the Goſpels of Peter, Thomas, Matthias, 
and ſuch like, with the Ads of John, and the 
other Apoſiles are ſpurious, becauſe no Eccleſia- 
flick . from the Times 7 the ies Ih 
0Wn 


Have already ſhewn. 
any of theſe Pieces cited by the precedent Ortho- ED 
2 dox Writers, he would have own'd them as 
genuine Prodaflions of the Apoſtles, and ad-. 
XZ mitted them, as we ſay, into the Canon. But 
X having met no ſuch Citations, he preſently con- 
cluded there were none, which made him rejeft 
3 Zhoſe Books. And 1 lay (what 1 have already 
Y demonſtrated) that Proofs were quoted out of 
/me of them long before, ſo that they might Hill . 
| belong to the Canon for all Euſebius. 5 
. 1 | (10.) He produces (p. 69, Se.) a long pas- | . 
ſage out of Mr. Dod well, which, (if we'll be- 
live him) reflects more upon the Canon of the 


= New Teſtament indicated.. 


| down to his own, has vouthſaf'd to quote them, 
= which is abſolutely falſe of ſome of them, as we 
-Had Euſebius found 


New Teſtament, as to the Certainty and Au- ” 
thority of it, than any thing which had been 


j before excepted againſt in the Life of Milton. 
3 Now let any one lay all theſe Paſſages to- 
gether, and I fancy he'll be of my Mind, and 
caſily believe that our Author's Vindication of 
himſelf againſt Mr. Blackall was impertinent, 
and ſuch a preſuming on the weakneſs of his 
Readers, as is not uſual; ſince he preſemly 
after commits that Fault (though I doubt he'll 
not call it fo) from which juſt before he at- 
tempted to clear himſelf, and makes no ſcrufte 
at all of expoſing the Writings of the M - 
3 Tefament, which we believe to be Canonical, 
as doubtful and uncertain. 


I ſuppoſe it 3 not be be ſufficient 


for me only to have proceeded thus far, and 


4 (in our r Author's Languages. 8 21 '0 have ſbeun 


B 3 Ib. 
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7 the Enemy and given an account of his 3 ex- 


cept I endeavour to weaken them too, and 
thereby hinder them from doing ſuch Execu- 


tion as they ſeem to threaten. 


But becauſe the Particulars above alles; d 
are Objections againſt the general Doctrine of YZ 
the Church in the matter now before us, 1! 
think it will be proper, before 1 examine them, 
do lay down the Grounds upon which the Ca- 

uon of the New Teſtament has been fix'd and 
determin'd. Which I ſhall do with all the 

Brevity, the Subject will admit of, as deſign- 

ing to enlarge upon and confirm ſeveral Parti- 4 
culars in the ſequel of this Di courſe, where 5 


fit occaſion will be offer'd. 


The Word Canon is originally Greek, 1 * 3 


| the ordinary Acceptation ſignifies a Rule, and 1 * 
therefore when made uſe of in Divinity, we 1 


underſtand by the Canon and Canonical Books, - 
_ thoſe Books, which were deſign'd by God to 1 


N be the Rule of our Faith and Practice. 5 


I ſhall not diſcourſe any thing now 8 


ing the Books of the Old Teftament, becauſe 


: they ar are no Kaki of the rae OY J But = 


1. a /©@ 
_ — 


— —ñ—ͤ 


— 


"* 1 think i it ge dt to the 1 to approve the 6 


fſacred Books—— Neither have we any Canonical Book, 


eeither of the Old or New Teſtament, but thoſe which 
the Apoſtles approv A and deliver d to the Church. Mel- 
Chior Canus in his common Places, J. 2. c. 7. 7. 43. Edit. | 
4 Lov. 1569. Octavo. 
The Church like a faithful Guardian, hath preſery' d 
i and convey'd to her Children, as Writings receiv'd from 
the Apoſtles, not only what they penn'd themſelves, 


but allo thoſe Pieces too, which being wrote by Per- 
ſons who were not Apoſtles, yet were by the Apoſtles 


confirmed; publicly approved, * recommended to the 


in 


"New FT cſtament 7 mduated, 


in a the New Te amen, thoſe Books only are 
accounted Canonical, which were written, or 


| | however authoriz'd by the Apoftles. 


For they being the immediate Diſciples of, | 


= and Attendants upon our Lo1d, and being Com- 
* miſſion'd by him to inſtruct che World in the 
Doctrine Which he taught them, were without 
14 _— 15 e ah 8 they bor ache _ | 


1 
* 


TOI — —_— _— — Tc — 


>» - 


Church. Archbiſhop of Spalato, in bis Chrifies.. cm- 
mon Wealrh, . J. . $. 1. 15- Ed. Hanov. 16. | 
: No other Books properly belonging to the holy 
Serl tures, but ſuch as the Apoſtles of Chriſt left behind 


them. Biſhop Coſins Hiſt. of the Canon of the Oid Te- = 
z ftament. 8. 74. 3- $0. 


So likewiſe Epiſcopius, in his Indticutions; A. * 4. IT. 


c. 5.) Remarks that thoſe Book make up the Canon 
of the New Teſtament, which wete either wrote by the 
| Apoſtles or with their Approbation. And again in his 
' Treatiſe of the Rule of Faith, c. ). 
 evrote or approv'd by the A poſtles, Was, without Contro= _ 
werſy, dittared by the Holy Gel. He does not mean 
in this laſt place, (as ſome perhaps may be ready to un- 
derſtand him,) that the very Words were dictated; for 
then there could have been no diverſity of Style in the 
ſacred Writers: But that, as the Matter and Subſtance 
of all Doctrines contain'd in the New Teffament were 
deriv'd from Divine Revelation, ſo even, in relating 
Matters of, Fact, all the holy Pen-men had ſuch a mea- 
_ ſure of Aſſiſtance from above, as was neceſſary tor them. 
See his Inſtitut 1. 4. . 1. c. 4. p. 232, 233. : 
I lf any Preachers or Writers, beſides, tech « errone- 
ous or falſe Doctrine, we may judge of and correct it 
by conſul:ing the Books of the New Teffamenr, But if 
= the Wriers and Authorizers of them were liable to Er- 
= ror, we have no poſſible way of redreſſing the Miſtakes 


hate ver was 


into which they might lead us. We may be certain 
therefore they were infallible in conveying to us the 


Principles of our holy Faith, ſince it appears abſolutely 


neceſſary that they ſhould be ſo. And our Bleſſed Lord 
plpſell has given u its moſt ample Aſſurance thereof, in 


Dog 3 


re bs ee abs br 


; 
*"i 
3 
5 
N 


* 


—— — —„— — 


„ ** : —— 
3 , 


ße Caxox F 


= Jed the World into unavoidable 2 pry” | 
therefore their Teaching, their Writings, their 
: Judgment ought to be receiv d with all Vene- f 


ration and Submiſſion. _ 
St. Paul is reckon'd juſtly of the ſame Autho- 


rity with the reſt, becauſe our Saviour was 
 pleas'd to appear to him from Heaven, reveal 
Z * Goſpel to him in his own Perſon, and ap- 4 
point him an Apoſtle after an extraordinary Þ 
manner; for he receiv'd his Commiſſion not ⁶ 
from Men (as himſelf tells us, Cal. i. 1, 12) 


8 but from Jeſus Chriſt and God the Father. 
What the Apoſtles wrote, and what they 


authoriz'd, can be known no other way, than } 
by the Teſtimonies of thoſe who liv'd at the 
ſame time with them, and the Tradition of * | 


1 who ſucceeded them. 


And therefore whenever any 8 re- = 

_ ceiv'd any Writings, to inſtruct them in Re- 
ligion, from the Apoſtles, they look'd upon 
_ thoſe Writings as Canonical, or a Rule of their 

Faith and Manners, in the Particulars where- | 
of they treated. And whenever any other 


Churches were afſur* d, either by the Teſtimony 


of thoſe who knew it themſelves, or by certain 


5 Tradition, that ſuch and ſuch were Apoſtolical 


Eo ritings, they too efteem'd them Canonical, 
preſerv'd them as ſuch themſelyes, and as luck = 


tranſmitted them to > others. 


— — 


— 


5 working 0 many Miracles by the Hands of Mo and = 
their immediate Succeſſors, to prove the Divine Autho- 


. rity of the Doctrine, which the Apoſtles deliver'd in 
his Name, and of the Books too (as well as Sermons) 


wherein it was publiſh d to the Work by their Writing = 


or Direction. 


Hence 


8 ** 


— 4 0 3 — 2 — 
— 99 
— — : 


w— 


New Teſtament indicated. 


. 


encreas'd gradually in it ſelf, as the Apoſtles 


ence it appears, that the written Canon 1 


n. 


nnn. 


wrote new Books, and was likewiſe gradu- 


der then, it ſome Books were ſooner and ſome 


later receiv'd as Canonical, by the univerſal 


ally ſpread over the World, as particular —+ 
Churches receiv'd thoſe Books from others, 
with good Teſtimonies and Evidences of their 
being the genuine Works of thoſe, under whoſe 
Names they were convey'd to them. No won- 


Body of Chriſtians in all Places, becauſe either : 
the Books themſelves, or the Teſtimonials ta 


* 


greater or leſs intercourſe with them. 


prove them Apoſtolical, might, nay naturally 
Vould, be tranſmitted to ſome Churches later 
than others, as they were ſituated nearer to, oer 
remov'd farther from, thoſe Cities or Countries, 

3 where they were firſt P bliſh'd, or enjoy'd 4 


But the General conveying of a great part of ; 


them over the whole Chriſttun Church, ſeems 
to have been perform'd in the beginning of 
the ſecond Century, about the time of St. John's 
Death, or immediately after it. For as Euſe- 
| bius tells us, in his Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory (1. 3. 


c. 37.) there were then great numbers of Per- 


ſons, Diſciples of the Apoſtles, Who travell'd 


cover the World, building up Churches where 
the Apoſtles had before lay'd the Foundations, 
and preaching the Faith of Chriſt in other 
Places, which had never heard of it before, 
carrying along with them the Copies of the 

_ Go/pels to all Countries whither they travell'd. 


And it is very probable, chat they took with 


them ſome other parts of the New Teftament 
* — — beſides, 


"The Caxox of the 


” best YR G Ince, as we Mall immediately * from | 
. the T ettimonies of Irereus and Tertullian, they 


were own'd and admitted every where ſoon 


5 after. 


1 the dearing af which, 1 Fry Sonder | 


| what Books were firſt taken into the Canon, 


by the whole Church, and what afterwards; Þ® 
not omitting allo to on that they had be- 


 fides, ſome that were ſtyl'd Eccleſ aftical, and : | 
others Sp; 4rious and Seppoſititious. 8 


(i.) The four Goſpels, the Ads of the 4 


Dao ſtles, thirteen Epiſtles of St. Paul (that to 1 
the Hebreus being excepted) the firſt of St. 


Peter, and the firſt of St. John,: were all receiv d } 
over the Chriſtian World, in the time of Euſe- | 


1 


bius, as appears from his 2 Ecclefi zaſtical Hiſto= L 
75. To him I might join Atbhanaſius, the Coun- | 
cil of Laodicea, Epipbanius, Rufinus, &c. But 


| becauſe they wrote a while after, when the 


| whole Canon of the New Teſtament began to be 
. ſertled, their Teſtimony will reach the other 
Books, as well as theſe under Conſideration, 
and therefore I ſhall reſerve them for a fitter | 
place. It's true indeed Euſebius and thoſe o- 


| Thers did not publiſh their Judgments on this 


Subject till above 300 Years after Chriſt, and 


therefore ſeem W of the edt to > oe 


— 


4 Enſebins Pas in 's 3 25. to "take ths Epidle 
; to the Hebrews into the Canon, but becaule he does 
not expreſſly name it there, and in the third Chapter 
of that Book, he tells us, that it was queſtion'd by 
ſome; | have therefore left it out, 2s a Book that 
was not univerſally ren into the Canon at that time. 


Wirneſſes 
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Ter Teſtament 7 . 


Wines in a Caſe of this Nature. But hen oy 


we ought to obſerve, not only that they ſpeak 
poſitively what was the general Judgment of 


their Days, but that three of them appeal to 
2 the Tradition of the Church, and the Teflimony 
* of the Ancients, who, living nearer the A ge of 

the Apoſtles, had better opportunities oi in- 
forming themſelves from authentick Proofs, 
what were their true and genuine Works. It 
Was upon this Teſtimony of primitive and ſuc- 
ceeding Writers, that the Catholick Church 
did, in the time above-mention'd, admit theſe 
Books as Apoſtolical, and account them for 

| Canonical Parts of the New Teftament. Many 
of the Writings, which they conſulted, are 
now periſh'd, but ſome have been preſery'd to 

our Days, from which I ſhall produce an In- 
ſtance or two, to ſhew that the Church, in 
dhe time of Euſebius, had real warrant from 
Antiquity, to look upon the Books, whereof 
Jam now ſpeaking, as Canonical or Rules of 
Faith, ſince they had been eſteem'd for ſuch 
long before, and were attributed to them, 
whoſe Names they bear, by their Predeceſſors. 
Thus Tertullian, who flouriſn'd at the end of 

the ſecond Century, tells us expreſſiy, in his 
Diſcourſe of the Preſcription of Hereticks, that 
| the Law and the Prophets, the Goſpels, and A. b c. 56. 
3 7oftolick Writings, were the Books, from whence | 

doe are to learn our Faith. And that we may 
know what he meant by Go/pels and Apoſtolick 
Mritings (for about them we are only con- 
cern'd at preſent) he does, as occaſion was of- 


fer d, in his Even 8 appeal to all the 
Books 
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"The Taxon (of the 


: hs «<. 3. and Perſons to whom we aſcribe them. And 
4 1. 3.c. Irenæus before him, who convers'd, as we learn 


15 p. 19. . 
5 Bo bu © the Code of the New Teſtament as well as of the 


 *L.1.c.1. Old, calls the one as well as the other, the 


267. 


P. 52 
BEI 


| 43. | 


—— — 


Books? I anſwer, (1.) That Euſebius, and Gregory Na- 
concerning the genuine Books of the Scripture, manifeſtly 


were never doubted of. (2) Origen expreſſly aſcribes it 


' Books 7 ( excepting only the Ept- 

{tle to Philemon, out of which, being very ſhort, } 
he had no occaſion, I ſuppole, to produce any 
| Teſtimonies) as the real Writings of the Apoſtles, 


from himſelf, with © Polycarp, and d others 
that had been inſtructed by the Apoſtles and 


immediate Diſciples of our Lord, mentions 


fOr acles of God, and 8 Writings diftated by bis | 
" wed and 12 885 . 1 85 N . times 


+ If it 1 enquir rg ha Evidence. we have that the | 
| Epiſtle to Philemon ( ſince it's quoted neither by Ter- 
tullian nor Irenæus) belongs to this firſt ſet of Canonical 


 z1anzen both in his lambicks to Seleucus, and his Poem 
reckon this Epiſtle among | thoſe parts ot the Canon which 1 


to St. Paul, in his ee Homily on Jeremy, (Ed. | 
S. L. p. 185. (3.) Tho' Tertullian does not in direct 
Terms tell us that it was accounted one of the Cano- 
nical Books n his time, yet he ſays that, from whence 4 
it neceſſarily follows, For (l. 5. againſt Marcion, c. 21.) | 
he wonders why that Heretick rejected the Epiſtles © on 
Timothy and Titus, which concern the State of the whole 


Church, when yet he receiv'd another written to a ſingle E 


_ ceſſarily be this: For be rejected all the others. 


3 as well as theſe; whereby none can be under- 
ſtood but this to Philemon. Since 'tis well known chat 
Marcion rejected all the Canonical Epiſtles, and con- 
ſequently the ſecond and third of St. John; which alſo 
were not at that time generally embrac'd by the Catho- 
licks, And therefore ſince he and the Catholicks agreed A 
in receiving one Epiſtle to a ſingle Perſon, it muſt ne- 


8 


3 i . 4 2 


"Wy 


New Teſtament F indicated. I of 


— 


h of the four Goſpels, and quotes the ſame Books "1. 3. e. 
of the New Teſtament, which we obſery'd , &. 
| X 7ertullian does, and under the Names of the 
7 rat = /ame Authors that he does, even of thoſe by 
Fes XZ whom we now believe they were written, and 
nd X blames i the Hereticks of thoſe times for re- i 1, 3. . 2. 


1 


jecting their Authority. They were Hereticks 
only that rejected them in thoſe early Ages, 
neither does it appear that ſo much as oze of 
the Books we are now conlidering, was ever 
doubted of, or call'd in queſtion by any of the 
Members of the Catholick Church, after they 
were once publickly known. This is enough 
1”? WM to evince, that Euſebius, and the Church in 
— his time, had Teſtimonies of the Ancients to 
the aſſure them, that the Books above-ſpecify'd d 
Tex. BB were really the Writings of the Diſciples and *' Wi 
ical Followers of our Saviour. And belides theſe | 
Na- I two Authors now mention'd, there are o 
itly ters ſtill extant, as Clemens of Alexandria, _ 
Origen and Cyprian, who confirm the fame Mi 
Truth, and many now loſt, which they then Os 
had in their hands, from whence they drew 
farther Proofs and Evidences in this matter. 


— —__ 


f Irenens and Tertullian ought not to be accounted  _ F 
here as ſingle Witneſſes; but as thoſe which deliver what ll 
1 was the Judgment of all thoſe Churches, with which I : 
gle WM they convers d. Sce hereafter Sec. XXXIII. where par- 
er- 8 ticular Places are produc'd out of both of them, in 
at which they quote the ſeveral Books under the Names 
n- of thoſe Authors, to whom they are now aſciib'd; and 
ſo | tis alſo prov'd, Seck. XXXIV. that what they believ'd 
o- concerning them, was confirm'd by the Suffrage of the 
ed = univerſal Church, that is, all thoſe parts ot it with _ 
e- Which they had Correſpondence, _ 5 


2.) The 


— 


** * — — - — — —— . ³ͥ ꝗm . ——ͤ—ͤ%é?é ́— — 


* 


TT 


2) The Epiſtle to the Hebrews, the ſecond 
of St Peter, the ſecond and third of St. John, . 
the Epiſtle of St. James and of St. Jude, and M 
the Revelation, were at the beginning queſtion- WR 


cd by /ome, as Euſebius informs us in the Book 
and Chapter above-alleg'd; but then, as the 


ſame Author in the ſame Places aſſures us, they 
were receiv'd and acknowledg'd by many o- 
bers. The Agreement about theſe, was not 
ſo general and uniform as about the other 
Books. Some Perſons, and Churches perhaps, 


frxeceiv'd them all, but the whole Body of the 


Catholicks did not, as being not then fully ſa- 
tisty'd, every-where concerning the Evidence 
which was produc'd for them. Vet neither 

were they generally rejected, as ſome pretend. | 
For ſeveral of them were receiv'd in ſeveral } 
Places; as it would be very eaſy to prove from 
 freneus, Tertullian, and others of the Fathers 

pet extant. Of which more by and by when 
we come to our Author's fifth Objection. But 
however the caſe was at firſt, it is apparent 


that upon a due Examination of the Teſtimo- 


k Atha- 


nies ot the Ancients, produc'd on their behalf, 


naſ. Vel z. theſe alſo were, in proceſs of time, receiv'd 
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into the Canon. For k Athanaſius, in one of | 
his Feſtival Epiſtles, wrote about 20 Vears 
after the Hiſtory of Euſebius, reckons them ex- 
p. preſſly among the reſt. So does alſo | the Coun- 
etl of Laodicea, + excepting only the Revela- 


pn EIS 


—— 


IT he Council of Laodicea Can. 59.) torbids reading 

Pſalms of private Compoſition or uncanonical Books in 
the Church, and commands, that only the Canonical Books 
of the Old and New Teſtament ſhould be read there. And 


tion. = Y 


— 
"New Teſtament Fonds e. "5 


-ond | . 80 . m Epiphanius, tid 0 als Joes m * 
ohn, N Rufinus towards the end of that Century. 1 ae 


4d vouches the Authority of the Ancients and „, 2} 
the Monuments of his Predeceſſors for ſo doing, 26. 
As Athanaſins alſo had done before him. 

"3 Naxzianzen® indeed in his /ambicks to Se- o Pol. 2. 
1 Jenes (which fometimes go under the Name 7. 194. 
y 0- of Anpbilochius tells us that the controverted _ 
Books were in his time doubred of by ſome. 
T8 But *ris plain from the Verſes, under his own 

aps, Name, P concerning the genuine Books of Serip- P 1 98. 
the ture, that he recciv'd them all, the Reve:a- 
ſa- ion only excepted. And it appears too by 4 a 4 24. 


— 

* 

ot 
Pte 


nce St. Jerome, that when he wrote his Letter to 
her Dardanus, ſeveral of the Latin Church reje- : 
TTT >. 
eral IM then adds (Can. 60 Theſe Books of the Old Teſtament . — ; 


om ont to be read, Gencſis, Exodus, Cc. And of ob” 
1ers New, 7heſe, the four Goſpels, &c. Reckouing up all _ 


hen thoſe which we count Canonical, orly cavir g out he 5 
Revelation. Now the difficulty is, whether the Rev 

But 1 lation ve left out, as a Book that 15 not ee e = 

ent the Judgment of the Council, or as a Canonicgl Book, 

no- © Which 15 not fit to be publicely read, becauſe not intel- 

1 Ugible by the generality. For my part, I muſt ſay, 
FI that I cannot determine this Queſtion either the one 

V d way or the other. For ſince the Fathers have not ex- 


of MF preſflly declar'd themſelves, they might, for ovght we 
ars dean tell, leave it out as a Book which they ene 
not Canonical; or they might leave it out as 2 Cano- g 


nical Book, which could not be righily underſtood by 
4 common Hearers. For thus the Church of England 
la- Joes not read this Book in the Leſſons, for that ver 7 
— MF Reaſon, but only ſome ſmall Portions, inftead of the 
ing IJ . Epiltles, on ſome peculiar Feſtivals. - And thus alfo 
= ſhe reads no part at ail of the Canticles upon the ſame 
wks & 2?<<ount, and yet has aſſerted both the one and the o- 
4 ther to be part of the Canon, in the Thirty Nine Ar- 


ticles, 


ted. 
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Fre Canon of the | 


a ed the Epiſtle to the Hebrews, and "HA of 


the Greek the Revelation. Bur he declares po- 


| fitively, that he own'd both for Canonical, 
becauſe moſt of the Ancients had done ſo before 


him. However the Council of Laodicea being WW 


admitted into the Code of the univerſal Church, 


| | r 4. . 
450. 


See alſo 


Act. 11. 


of that 


Council, 


P. 406. 


and afterwards more ſolemnly ratify'd, among 


others, in the firſt Canon of the © fourth Ge- 
neral Council, ſhews plainly that both the 


Eaſtern and Weſtern Churches did then receive 


all the Pieces mention'd above, for Canonical, | 


excepting the Revelation only; and what O- TD 


- pinion they had of that, we can't judge from MW 
this Argument, becauſe the Laodicean Fathers 


had faid nothing of it in their laſt Canon. 
When it was firſt univerſally receiv'd is not 


very caſy to decide. Certain it is from the g 


ſixteenth Canon of the fourth Council at * 70 


ledo, that there were very many then, at leaſt 
in Spain, who rejected it. And certain it is 


from the ſame Canon, if we may believe the 


Fathers who compos'd it, that it had been de- | 


clar'd formerly part of the New Teſtament by 


many Councils and Synodical Decrees. Bur» 
the Names of thoſe Councils, which had af- 
ſerted the Divine Authority of this Book, are 
not there ſet down; and therefore I 7 in- 


geniouſly confeſs that I can't tell what Synods 


5 the Fathers had an Eye to therein, beſides 


Cave "2 
Hiſt. Li- 


teraria, in 


Gelaſius. 


that of * Carthage, which reckons the Apo- 


. 3 by Name, among the Canonical Booka 
of the New Teſtament. For as to the famous 


' Decree of the Roman Council under Gelaſius, 
+ I ſuppoſe that was not forg'd till ſome Years 
after the Fathers at Toledo made the Canon 


which 


WJ ncral = Council, I ſhall not take upon me to 680. 


_ 
* wp * $ 


is evident that many of the moft primitive Fa- Rk 
3 thers acknowledg'd the Revelation to be * di- 
eine, and written by Sr. Jobn the Apoſtle; it 
is evident too from what has been above al- AXV. 
"Weg'd, that Athanaſius, Jerome, and Rufinus re- 
: eiv'd it, and appeal'd to the Ancients as their + 
Warrant for fo doing. We have ſcen — 
viſe that it was own'd by Epipbanius, and ac- 


others of that and ſucceeding Ages, alſo by 


be printed in Europe, the laſt Century, and was actually 


— 


New Teltament 1 


which we are now conſidering. However, i It 


© See bere- 
after Sect᷑. 
: 4 93 and 


knowledg'd as Canonical by a Synod at Car- 


thage. It was admitted allo for ſuch by St. » proleg. 2h 
Hilary, * St. Ambroſe, y St. Auguſtin, and many * , p. 


. 
the Council of Toledo above mention d. But A L. 3. ＋ 


whether the diffuſive Body of the Church, Virgin: 7 
was ſo far fatisfy'd of its being Authentick, as > 08. 5 
to receive it every where for ſuch, till it was Gn. 


eftablith'd by the Sanction of che ſixth Ge- 5 5 


determine. 8 er, then the Controverſy 


ſeems to have been brought to an end, if not 


before. For the Fathers of that Aſſembly ha- 


ving receiv'd, not only the Decrees of the 


Council of Carthage, but alſo (which is more 


Cexprels in the Cale) a the Epiſtle of Athanaſius . Can. 5 


above mention d, did thereby own the Revela- 
tion to be properly Canonical, and the whole 
Church e of chat FOE: T {eſpecially the Orien- 1 


1 2 — 


9 —_—_— 


= 2 That the 8 85 none of the 3 
Pieces in theit Churches, beſides the Epiſile to the He- 
brews, and that of St. James, is evident from the New 
"Teſtament, which Ignatius Patriarch of An: ioch, tent to 


printed by MHidmanſtadius at Vienna in the Year 1555. 
But way they do ſo, may be a queſtion. It does not 


— 8 tals 


E Ann 


Ide Savon of the 


* 


bd 


| mitted upon their fr f# appearing, ſhews chat 


, . * have been EE oy NEL of J 


3 1 See Bp. 


- Walton's 


 Appara- 
tus to the 


Polyglott 
Bible, 
Proleg. 
13. . 15. 


read them and celebrate their Liturgies in Latin and the 3 


TY among whom this Book had bank molt | 

queſtion'd) ſubmitting to their eros pA, 
back'd with fo good Evidence, This, as well as | 
_ the other controverted Pieces had been, was af. 
terwards reckon'd as a ne part of the | 


of the Catholick Epiſtles and the Revelation, they would 


6 8 muſt have done, if they had taken in the other Pieces. 


New Teſfament. 
That theſe Books were not every-where ad- 


the Church did not proceed raſhly and care- 4 
leſly in the Caſe. And that they were every- | I 
_ where admitted afterward, ſhews that there was | 
clear Proof and Evidence on their behalf, and 


PRE a 2 8 2 n N 
— 5 * 


eg e 2k l ' : * * . 4 
E : > 
E:-1 h 


ſeem t to > be, beciaſe they Yook upon the reſt as not Ca- ; 
nonical, for they have them too in the Syriack Tongue, 
as we may learn from Bp. Walon and F. Simon. If i} 
may have leave to interpoſe my Conjecture, 1 bouts i 
think it proceeds trom hence, t that this Tranflation 
is very ancient, and was certainly made before the con- 
troverted Books were univerſally receiv d, and their Le- | 
ctionaries or Rubricks adapted to it. And having no 
other Verſion made, till many Years after, of the reſt | 1 


OBE 4s ou 


not alter the old Lectionaries (when they had one) as 


This may be judg'd a fond thing, and ſo it is; but not 
| Half ſo fond and contrary to common Senſe, as what 
is praQtis'd by the Romaniſts, theſe very Syrians, and 
ſome others of the Eaftern Churches. For the Scrip- 7 
| tures having been of old tranſlated into the Languages 
of particular Countries, that they might be underſtood 
dy the common People as well in the publick Ser- q 
vice as in their private Reading, they flill continue (o 
ſuperſtitious are they in obſerving an old Cuſtom) e 


ancient Tongues of the Places ſpecified, though they are 


now grown quite out of uſe, and the Unlearned under- ] 


ſtand not one word of them, 


= 
; "1B : 
F Ws 
" . 
7 4 
oo 1 
4 F * 
* 
= 
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4 


and 
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hould 
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con- | 
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the reſt of the Books, which we eſtcem Ca AS 


nonical. The caſe of thoſe ſpurious Pieces, 
which were thruſt into the World under ve- 
nerable Names, was clear contrary. They 


flouriſh'd a little and made a ſhew, when they 


firſt came abroad, bur after a while, not he 
ing able to ſtand a ſtrict Examination, vaniſh'd 


ad fell to nothing; ſo that ee has been lefr 


of moſt of them, beſides their Names, for 
many Ages. 
(3) There have been dean in the Church, 5 


belides theſe, other Writings that were call'd 


Eccleſiaſtical. Such under the New Teftament, 


are the Works of the ancient Fathers, which 
| have ever been look'd upon as uſeful and of 


good Authority (though not infallible as the Y 


| Canonical Scripture is,) being generally com- 
pos'd, not only by pious and learned Men, 


but alſo by thoſe, who liv'd in, or near, the 5 
primitive Ages of Chriſtianity, and conſequent:- 


E ly had better opportunities of being acquainted : 


with the Doctrine and Practice of the firſt 
Preachers thereof, than we have. And among 
theſe, they have always been eſteem'd of the 
greateſt Authority (if their Character was an- 


ſwerable upon other accounts) who fouridh'd 

and wrote neareſt the times of the Apoſtles. 1 a 
Of this ſort is (that which is call'd) the firſt , * 
Ejpiſtle of Clemens to the Cor inthians, which 1 4 * 


Ser- though Euſebius tells us was of ſo great Eſti- 47 
x (o 
m) to 
id the 
ey are 
mder- 


mation b as to be read publickly in ſeveral . lo * 
Churches, yet he © excludes it from the Ca- places a- 
non. And ſo he does the Paſtor of 4 Her mas, bove cited 
which both he, and © Athanaſius and Ra- . of 


* acknowledge to have been read too, o- ay Sette, 


did. 2 


4 2 | * 75 4 Ps - - 
9 3 K Wh > N 
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n penly in ſome places, yet they all join in mi- 4 
ſing it no higher than an Eccleſiaſtical Piece. 
Which I therefore remark here, becauſe we ſpu 


= ſhall find our Author hereafter making a great of 
Ss ſtir with theſe two Treatiſe. MM rcc 
© (4) Several f ſpurious Writings were alſo Te 
W | publiſh'd very early in the Church, under the Fre 
= Names of the Apoſtles and other great Men mu 
F of which our Author has given a large Cata- nic 
= llogue. Theſe were for the moſt part compo- | be 
= Deen. I. ſed by f Gnoſtict and other Hereticks to main- WM fine 
S + 17. tain and propagate their falſe and wicked O- mo 
= = pinions, and {ome too were the Works of zea- A 
= 3 lous but fimple Catholicks. As for inſtance, WM . { 
— the Travels of Paul and Thecla, the Author ſar 
2?" * Treatiſe of which, as 8 Tertullian and h St. Ferom in- W 
| EI” form us, wrote it out of Love to St. Paul. det 
Vea. He was diſcover'd in the Life time of St. Joby, MF Ut: 
3 of Eceleſ. and by him cenſur'd. Many of theſe were M 
. in found out to be Cheats aſſoon as they came a- the 
Lake. broad, and others, not till after ſome Years. an 
1 However they were generally diſcover'd ſooner f . 
= or later, ſo that of the Forgeries of the firſt MF ©"* 
Ss = Ages, there is little remaining to our Times, la 
8 | — =O I 1 
1 V. Having premis'd thus much, I ſhall now MF Ct 
== proceed to conſider the Objections of our v 
1 Author. 3j 
{ . ® + Thoſe Writings, which were publiſh'd under falſe WF 
Bm Names, were certainly ſpurious. But it is not neceſſary ch 
= to ſuppoſe that all, which the Fathers call'd Apocryphal, WM ge 
1 were of that ſort. For the Title of Apocryphal is often | 
By apply'd to ſuch ancient Books, as were no part of the 
So Canon; many of which were certainly no Forgeries. 
1 | See hereafter Sect. XIII. ES 5 
| H 3 PTY oe I. Then 
TFT 
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7 ſpurious Books were quoted by the Fathers, as 


From whence, it is evident, he would and 

muſt infer that thoſe Spurious and our Cano- 
X nical Books ought to go together, and either 
be equally admitted or be equally rejected, 


mon). 


To which I Anſwer, 


ſame Diſcourſes, wherein we appeal to the 
Writings of the ſacred Volumes, is no Evi- 


Moral and Theological Treatiſes, than to cite 


and Poets too, ſometimes, promiſcuouſly, as 
there is occaſion? Andyet no Man in his Wits 


AI laſt were declar'd as infallible as the firſt. 


and others of their Rank, been quoted by 

Chriſtian Writers in the ſame Diſcourſes, 
3 whereinthey have fetch'd proofs from the Evan- 
geliſts and Apoſtles? And yet, I dare ſay, they 


what we deliver, but ſometimes becauſe they 
2X expreſs themſelves handſomely, argue patheti- 
3 cally, reaſon cloſely, or to thew that others 
——ů— . Ja bave 


- Ne Teſtament indicated. 2 
I. Then he affirms (p. 72) that ſeveral TS 
of equal Authority, with thoſe which we now 


receive, even by thoſe Fathers, upon whoſe 5 
Tieſtimony the preſent Canon is eſtabliſhd. 


ſince they are founded upon the ſame Teſti- 5 
(10 Thar the quoting other Authors in the ; 
dence that we Judge them of the ſame Autho- 7 


rity. For is there any thing more uſual in 


the Scriptures and Fathers and Philoſophers, : 


ever thought, that by ſo doing, theſe three 


How often have Tully and Seneca and Plato 


never dreamt that, for ſo doing, they might be 
charg'd as making Tully equal to St, Fohn, or 
3X Sexeca to St. Paul. We quote Authors, not al- 
ways as convincing Proofs of the Truth of 


22 "Ii Fr f the 


88 e == of t the ſame Judgment with e. 


though at the ſame time we think them no * 
more infallible than we do our ſelves. And of 
aſter this manner, (that I may come cloſe to ou h 
Author's Objection) did Origen proceed, who ³ bv 
15 obſerv'd to have cited as many Apocrypha!lũ er 
Writings as any almoſt of the Fathers (tho! 0 
on- he produces generally, if we'll believe i a learn- I 'q 
 fewr Va- ed Man, nothing but what is profitable or 8 
5 0 * uſeful from them) and yet he does not ad- Cl 
otes 0n = 4 
Euſeb 1 Vance any of them into the Canon, but reſer- |} 1 
5. c. 38. ved that Honour for thoſe Books to which it 
„„ *— ane = | R 
nl Though o our * as in 2 Ob- = 
ND jection, that the Fathers quoted ſeveral ſpu- 2 
iious Books as of equal Authority with thoſe | C 
which we account Canonical, yet be gives us WF .: 
no Proof thereof, ſince the bare citing both | Go 
together is, as we have ſeen, no Evidence. | - 
5 Something indecd he offers at (p. 44.) which 1 
ſounds like an Argument, and to that perhaps Ic 
be may here refer, and therefore I have put Ml ( 
it in the ſecond place, that I may allow ouy © n 
. thing, he urges, its due force. 7 F 
V. Therefore, he looks upon the Epiſlle : 
, Barnabas, the Paſtor of Hermas, the Epiſtles g 
of Clemens Biſhop of Rome, Polycarp and Ig. MF f 
: natius zo be all e be. 43. * a and ye = 


+ Whether 1 our b Author WD EDGY out of Eg 

| 2. 56 .) as from Ignatius, concerning the Devils bein 2 
norant of the Virginity of the Virgin Mary, exc. be de- 

F 6a 'd as an Objection againſt the Epiſtle wherein the 

Expreſſion is found, or no, | can't tell; If it be, I hall 


"RE iy 
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| ls us, (p. 44 ) that the Ancients pay'd chew 


| | the higheſt reſpeft, and reckon'd the four firſt 
= of them eſpecially as good as any part of the 
= New Teſtament. So that the Teſtimony of 


the Ancients for the Cauon of the New Te- 


ftament ſeems to be of no value, ſince, if we'll 


believe our Author, they put Forgeries in the 


ſame Rank with the Books thereof, and eſteem · 


ed them of the ſame Authority. 


(1.) To which I anſwer, That the policive 5 
Charge of Forgeries ſeems a little too conſi- 
3 _ at this time of Day, upon ſo many Books 


at a clap; moſt of which have had a good 


Reputation for ſeveral Ages, and have been 


ol late days juſtified and defended by the Pens 


of divers of the firſt Rank for Learning and 
Criticiſm. But our Author has no confidera- 


tion for that. The Writers of theſe Pieces 


voere all (if we'll be perſwaded by him) Ignorant 
ad Superſtitions, whatever Opinion the World 


may have formerly entertain d of the Know- 
ledge and Piety of any of them: And their A 
ſertors, Men of no Judgment and Underſtand- 


d | ing, who undertook a jo which can't be 
defended. For ſo we read 38.) It's the 


"il 70 = of ſhew= 


eaſieſt T. ask in the World 


ing the Ignorance and Superſtition of the Mri- | 


tere to prove all theſe (and a great many more 
chere reckon'd up) /purious. Bur I ſhall crave 

leave to ſay, that talking and doing are very 

3 differear _ and our Author will find | nz. 


2 * . 
— 


— — 8 N * 9 — 


— 


refer him for an | Anſwer to Archbiſhop Uſher, in his 
Prolegomena to the Epiſtles of that Father, « 12. p. lxxxt. Þ 


* Edit. 1644. 4to. 
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2 Catalogue of Writers, where ſo many Col- 
lections had been already made to his hand. 


| Cloſe reaſoning and arguing are quite of anoᷣ- 
ther Nature, and what an excellent Talent he 


has at making out Forgeries, will eaſily appear 
to any one who ſhall take the pains to com- 


pare What he ſays in Anſwer to the Vindica- | 


Lion of King Charles the Martyr, either with 


the Book it ſel, or the reply of bis learned Ad: | 


ver/ary. 


But however, let that be as it will, I ſay he 
extreamly wrongs the Ancients in the Accuſa- WM 
tion he here brings againſt them, when he 
| ſays, that they reckon'd the four firſt of theſe | 
_ eſpecially, as good as any part of the New Te- 
ſtament. For (1.) Euſebius was certainly as 


proper a Judge of what the Ancients held, as 


dur Author; and yet he plainly ſets the Books 
we mention'd (p. 10.) above all others, and 
mamakes them only to be Canonical in the Judg- | 
1 ment of the generality of his Predeceſſors. 
cee theſe And though the Church in the Days of * . 
thanaſius, 1 &c. ſaw reaſon to take 


Authors 
e 
places 4. 


ſome more Books 1 


./ eaſily fee in the Catalogues publiſh'd by thole % 
ht Hi. L 3. Authors. As to Barnabas and Hermas, | Eu- | 
. 25.  ſebius expreſly reckons both of them among 
m in the thoſe which were judg'd Apocryphal. ® Atha- 3 
naſius and Rufinus fink the latter into the ran 
of Eccleſiaſtical Writers, and do not by Name 
indeed mention the former, but however leav- 


places 4 
bo cited 


ing 


more difficult Employment to run down ſome ; 
of theſe Pieces, than it was to heap together | 


o the Canon, than were 
Love cited admitted by Euſebius, yet theſe, we are now | 
S. IV. =. conſidering, were ſtill excluded, as we may Þ| 


VVG 


Ne Teſtament V indicated. 25 


nical Writings, and uuching the Ancients for 
what they do, plainly ſnew they knew nothing 


of any of theſe being made equal to the Books 


—_— 


$5 % 
2+ 
= 
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= + Our Author fetches a large compaſs in ſome of his 


= 


I may poſſibly be able to trace him in the Books he di- 


J p. 49———=4. 3. of Principles, c. 2. f. 144. Edit. Par. 


ples, c. 3. f. 117.——l. 2. c. 1. f. 124. Comment. 


lows. 


tinue in the fame Eſtimation, notwithſtanding the 


Vain Boaſter. 


KRkReferences here, but however, having formerly made 
= ſome Remarks of this Nature, in reading theſe Fathers 


rects us to, on this Occafion. I find therefore that 
Clemens of Alexandria (Ed. Par. G. L. 1641) cites Bar- 
nabas, Stromat. I. 2. p. 373, 375, 396, 410.——l.5.p. 
571, 577, 578. rigen Cites him, l. 1. againſt Celſus 


1522. Irenaus quotes Her mas, |. 4. c. 37 (not. c. 3. as 
'tis in our Author) p. 370, ——Clemens quotes him, - 
Strom. I. 1. p. 311, 356.1. 2. p. 360.1. 4. p. 503, 
. 6. p. 679. —0rigen quotes him, I. 1. of Princi- 


on Hof. G. L. p. 202. Now how fairly the Senſe of 
thoſe places is repreſented, will appear from what fol- 


He tells us firſt (p. 44) that Clemens of Alexandria 

and Origen quote the Epiſtle of Barnabas, as Scripture; 

| Which is not true (tho' if it was, it fignify'd nothing): 

| For in the places referr'd to to, they cite it indeed, but 
under no ſuch Title. He ſays p. 45.) that the Paſtor 

of. Hermas is cited as Canonical Scripture, by Iren«us, 

Clemens of Alexandria and Origen. Ireneus indeed and 

Origen calls it Scripture, but not Canonical: That's our 

Authors Addition. But Clemens does not ſo much as call 

it Scripture, in many of the Places mention'd. What 

follows concerning the Epiſtles of Clemens, Biſhop of 

Rome, Polycarp and Ignatius, was needleſs, We not _ 

only grant, but aſſert that they have been eſteem'd 

by the Ancients, though not as equal to the Books of 

the New Teſtament. And I doubt not but they'll con- 


mighty attacks, with which they are threatned by this 


ments 


* 


ing bis Epiſtle out of the Number of Cano- 
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| The C ANON of the 


ments our Author brings to prove the primitive 
Fathers look'd upon the four Treatiſes above- iE 
mention'd to be as good as any part of the 
New Teſtament, are much too weak for that 
end, for which they are deſign'd. They are 
in ſhort thele three, (t.) That, the Books are 
eeither quoted by the Ancients, or (2.) call'd i 
dy the Name of Scripture, or (3.) have been ⁶; 
publickly read in Churches. Now that the 
bare quoting an Author does not raiſe him to 
an equality with the Writers of the Canon, has 


5 


been already made apparent in anſwer to the 


firſt Objection. And as to the Title of Scrip- 
ture, hk that be commonly attributed ro | 
the Books of the Old and New Teftament, yet | 
itt is ſometimes us'd in a more large and lax | 
SGenſe for any religious Writings, both by | 
Alacients, and Moderns. For thus, it is evi- | 
dent from n Euſebius, and own'd by Melchior | 
Canus and Sixtus Senenſis, that Origen caſt all |} 
| thoſe Books out of the Canon of the Old Te- 
| ftament, which are eſteem'd by the Church of | 
England for Apocryphal, and yet in his o third 
Homily on the Canticles, he expreſly calls the 
Book of Wt dom, Scripture; and ſo he does 
the Maccabees in his ? ſecond Book of Princi- 
plwkus and the firſt Chapter; which (that I may |! 
85 remarł that by the way) is the only place of 
all thoſe nam'd by our Author, where Origen 
: gives that Title to the Paſtor of Hermas, and 


i Feel. 
- "28. 6 6. 
C. 25. 


| 0 F. 114. 
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| by joining it in the ſame Appellation with a 


Book which he expreſly aſſerted to be Abo- 
_ cryphal, plainly declares that he did not intend 
by aſcribing to it the Name of Scripture, to 
adyance it into the Honour and Authority 


; _ at Sts; 
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i Author could be guilty of ſuch a Miſtake, as 5". 

to think that the bare reading of a Book in Second | 
the publick Aſſemblies was an Argument, that e ef 
it was eſteem'd part of the Canon, when not 
only the conſtant Practice of our Church, but 
alſo the poſitive Declarations of the Ancients 
them- 
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be Ir che Canon. Neither did Tertaliian withour | 
doubt, when in his Treatiſe of Chaſtity, ſc. 10.) 
be calls the ſame Book of Hermas, Scripture z DS 
for he cenſures and inveighs againſt + : 
ſame place, and tells us, that it had been con- 


demn'd by more than one Council of the Ca- 


X tholicks. Ruſinus alſo in his Expoſition on the 


Apoſtles Creed, does not ſcruple the calling 


even thoſe Treatiſes, Scripture, which are for- 


bidden to be read in the publick Aſſemblies. 


1 And St. Auguſtine, in his Work concerning 
che 4 City of God, tells us there were many a Z. 15. 


Fables contain'd in thoſe Scriptures, which are c. * 
call'd Apocryphal. From whence, and from 
all the other Paſſages before-mention'd it is 


evident that the Title of Scripture was apply'd 
by the Ancients to other Writings as well as 


to thoſe which they judg'd Canonical. 13 


thus too, though our Church has caſt the 
Books of Wiſdom, Tobit and Eccleſtaſticus out 
of the Canon, yet ſhe gives them the Appel- 
lation of Scripture, in the * Book of Homi- - Third. = 
lies, and appoints part of them and other A. Sermon a= 

' pocryphal Books to be read in Churches, which © cainſt =. 
is a clear Proof that the Ancients, by doing H. Death 7 = 
the fame thing, did not declare the Pieces, 1 
8 which they ſo read, to be Canonical or even Third 


as good as Canon. 5 . 13 : 
Dey | 


And indeed I cannot but wider 1 our 


Almſd. p. 
160. 


„. d $ *. 81 
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themſelves do in expreſs Words teach us the | 
_ contrary. For thus Refines in his Expoſition 
on the Creed, reckons up ſeveral Books, which 
be ſays were ſtyl'd Eccleſiaſtical and read pub- 
 Tichly by the Ancients in the Church, but not 
admitted as of ſufficient Authority to eſtabliſh ik 
5 or confirm Articles of Faith. The ſame is 
= FF Third alſo affirm'd by St. Jerome, in his f Preface to 
| Tome of the Proverbs, where he tells thoſe to whom 
n Epi. he directs it, that the Church read indeed the 
7 Books of Judith and Tobit and the Maccabees, 
but yet did not look upon them as Canoni- | 
cal; and fo (adds he) let her read Ecclefrafti- | 
cus and the Book of Wiſdom for the Edifica- 
tion of the People, but not for the proving 
of any Doctrines or Eccleſiaſtical Opinions. | 
And thus much too we may gather from Eu- ff 
= *= Fc. ſebius, who * relates that the firſt Epiſtle of 
1 Hiſt. 1. 3 Clemens, Biſhop of Rome, was read in moſt 
5 8 2 Churches, and yet u he plainly excludes it 
3 la from being any part of the Canon of the New | 
Ses alſo Teſtament. All which are evident Demonſtra- 
er Her- tions, that it has been an uſual Cuſtom, not 
= 3: only of the Church of England, but allo of 
= = 19.” 7. Antiquity too, to have ſuch Books read in 
= * Churches for the Inſtruction of the Hearers un 
in moral Duties, as were never eſteem'd by t! 
them to be parts of, or equal to, the Cano- d 
JJ JF a ee rs © 
What has been ſaid, I ſuppoſe is ſufficient MY 
to ſhew that none of our Authors Arguments 
| anſwer what he deſign d, or prove that thoſe Þ 
Fathers whom he quotes, ok upon the 
Books above - mention'd to be as good as an 
part of the New Teftament. And n 


* 
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chall defire him, when he publiſhes his Hiſtoo:; 
W ry of the Canon, not to produce either them, 

or any other, as efteem'd Canonical in the Judga 
ment of Antiquity, only becauſe they were 
cited by the Fathers, or calld Scripture, or read 
i the Church. For none of theſe Particulars 
prove it, as we have now made evident. 


But it may be urg'd, that though none of VII. 
che places expreſly fer down by our Author, do 
ſufficiently make out that, for which they are 
produc'd; yet however there is a = of 78 
Origen in reſerve which will do the Buſineſs. 
And that is in his Explanation of the Epiltle 
to the Romans, (c. 16. v. 17 where he tells 
us, that the Paſtor of Hermas is an uſeful Book ůͤũ R 
and, as be thinks, divinely inſpir d. He does 
ſay ſo indeed in that place, but then he does 
not tell us what fort of Inſpiration he means. 
There have been different degrees of it in the 
Opinion of all Men, eſpecially of the Ancients. 
For thus Clemens of Alexandria (who was 
= Origen's Inſtructor) promiſes to write * as * Strom. 
| God ſhould inſpire bim. And he informs us too, . 4. . 
that the Philoſophers, who wrote Truth, did it #'5* 
by the Y Inſpiration of God: And yet I dare lay y 44m. wo 
never dreamt that either his own Writings or he Gen- 
theirs ought for that Reaſon, to be taken into ties, 7. 
the Canon. And we know, the divine Plato, ?“ 
is a common Expreſſion. But I anſwer more 
directly, (1.) That if Origen did look upon: com. 
this Book as of Divine Authority, the Church went. s 
in his Time was not of the ſame Opinion. For ** 3 
WH himſelf * tells us, that there were thoſe who h 
3 flighted and rejected it, and upon that account x, p. 9. 
= TOE Ss 
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"he e whether he may venture to draw 
0 Cha a Teſtimony from it; and * Tertullian aſſures 
us that it had been cenſur'd by every Council of | 
the Catholicks. (2.) I think it is plain, that, 
Origen, whatever Character he may have oc- 
caſionally given of this Book, did not judge it 
any part of the Canon, becauſe in the beginning 
of the Philocalia, and particularly (c. 6.) we 
find him ſeveral times diſtinguiſhing the Books 
of the New Teſtament into the Writings of 
the Evangeliſts and Apoſtles. Now tis certain 
that the Paſtor of Hermas can be reduc'd to 
neither of theſe Heads, and therefore in the 
a ag gory of Origen F was not Canonical. If | 
it be ask'd to which of theſe two Claſſes we 


25 af ign the Acts of the Apoſtles, I anſwer to that 


of the Evangeliſts, as being the Work of one of 
them; and that Origen intended ſo to do, and 


have it reckon'd among the Books that were 


1 part of the Canon, is apparent from hence, that | 


e wrote Homilies thereon, which neither he 


nor any of the Fathers did upon Barnabas, Her- 
mas, Clemens, or any other of the Ecclefiaſtical | 


or Apocryphal Pieces under the New Teſtament. 


But we need not uſe any Argument in the caſe. 
Origen himſelf expreſly aſcribes the 4#s of the 
Apoſtles to St. Luke more than once, and reckons 
them by Name among the other Books of the 
New Teſtament, in his ſeventh Homily on 
| ten * vey / where none ' of the Ps 


— _ 


does of the genuine * of the Canon, 


— — — — — 


1 If we look into the Philoralia 3 7. 90 we may $ 


there oblerve that Origen docs not ipeak ot the Paſtor 
of Hermas with the ſame Honour and Reſpect, that he 


» 


none 


Ne Teſtament V indicated. 31 


4a none of the Eccleſiaſtical Books are join'd with 
However it may not be amiſs to add upon 
W this Occaſion, that if a ſingle Father, or two, 
OC- have had a higher Opinion of a Book than it 
e1t did deſerve, or a wrong Opinion of the Au- 
ig 8 thor, this will not overthrow the Argument, 
we BF upon which the Divine Authority of the Books 
= of the New Teflament is built. We look up- 
on them as Divine, and ſtrictly binding to O- 
an bedience, becauſe they were either wrote or 
cConfirm'd by the Apoſtles of our Saviour, and 
we believe that they were ſo wrote or con- 
| firm'd by them, not upon the Teſtimonies of ß 
We one or two Fathers only, but of the whole 
Primitive Church, who were capable of judg- 
ing in this Queſtion. Our Author prevari» 
= cates, if he'd perſuade us, that the Ancients 
ere . form'd their 13 in this Matter, only 
upon the Tradition of one or two Perſons, oer 
even of thoſe few Treatiſes of the ancient 
| Writers, which are now extant. Theſe indeed 
cal WF they appeal to, and that juſtly, but beſides 
= theſe, there were great Numbers more in be- 


ale. ing in thoſe Days which (as well as the ſeve- b Se Ter- * 
veral Churches which were the Depoſitaries dul.“ Rt 


ons 1 of the ſeveral Epiſtles and Goſpels) they con- one a 9 | 


= lulted, and were from thence enabled to de- 
on termine whether this or that Book was ge- 
ZH vnuine or no. If any one doubt this, I ſhall 
— ſend him, as our Author does Mr. Blackall, to 
Dr. Cave, Du Pin, &c. where he may learn, 
that all the Works of ſome, and many Trea- 
tiſes of others, of the moſt ancient Fathers, 
ue now periſh'd, which yet were every where 
| | | bi 


bon " . ä 


e Taxox - 4. IT 


| thor (p. 57+) flings upon the Council of Lao- 
They were indeed the firſt public 
Aſſembly, that we know of, which eſtabliſn'd, 
by a ſolemn Decree, the Canon of the Old and | 
Ne Teſtament, ſuch as the Church of England 
now embraces (excepting only the Revelation) 
about the Year 360. This they were enabled 
to do, whatever our Author pretends to the 
_ contrary, by the Teſtimony of their Prede- | 
ceſſors. There was no need of a particular Re- | 
velation, no need of oral Tradition neither, | 
at that time, as he would inſinuate. 
were numerous Books abroad in the Church, 
ſome of which are now loſt and ſome we {till = 
By the help of them they were Inſtru- 
cted how to form a right Judgment, how to 
what was genuine from what was 
ſpurious; moſt of this latter ſort alſo having - 
been already diſcover d and rejected 10 their ff 
Hands as is apparent from Euſebius. Though ! 
our Author ſeems to have forgot that, when , Þ 
; he Was reflecting 828 this venerable Aſſembly. 1 


IX. 


_ gicea. 


have. 


di ſting 


to de had in the Days of Euſebius, Athanaft us, 
Epiphanius, and Kufa, and their Predeceſſors, 
and by the aſſiſtance of which they and the 
Church in their Times, 
Books of the New Teflament to have been in- 
dieed wrote by thoſe FR to whom v we a = 
£ _ eribe them. b = 
VII. 


rom hens 1 it may appear, how willing and 


impertinent the Raillery is, which our Au- 


II. He urges (p. 47 ) that he can't under- 


ſtand, > Way the "WIG" of St. Mark and St. 


Luke 


er W 


, — 


judg'd the ſcveral 


There 


thol 


* 


| 
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the two latter as well as they. 


Objection before he made it. For in the be- 
ginning of that Diſſertation of Mr. Dodwell, 


Authority was unqueſtionable, and that they 
* not barely upon their own account, but up- 


on that of St. Peter and St. Paul, whoſe Com- 
panions and Fellow-Labourers they were, and 


5 ; _ . R — . — — : * 
E . 


the Jews. According to that Maxim of the Maſters, 4 
Prophet of hem ſome i other undoubted Prophet witneſſeth 


Spencer of vulgar Prophecies, c. 4. This fe ems to have 


Writings were authoriz'd and their Inſpiration thereby 
atteſted by the Apoſtles, who were undoubtedly inipt- 


two Evangeliſts were in'oir'd hhewile, i. e. directed by 
me Spirit of God, in ſelecting what Was proper for them 
8 2 wile, and preſery'd by wr ame tom taling into 


In Anſwer to this, I ſhall tell our Author, | 
that if he had read thoſe Books he pretends 
to quote, he might have found a reply to this 


T who atteſted their een, and F * ; 


| been exactly the Calc 0: St. Aark and St. Luke. Their 


. ſhould ; = deer into the Cas, and 5 
thole of St. Clemens Biſhop of Rome, and St. 
Barnabas excluded, by thoſe who look upon 
them as genuine. Since the two former were 
W not Apoſtles, but only Companions and Fel- 
W 1ow-Labourers with the Apoſtles, and lo were 8 


from whence he cites ſo long a Paſſage, that 5 
learned Man would have inform'd him (Se8. 79 

that the Compilers of our Canon deſign'd ca — 
to take in the Writings of the Apoſtles, whoſe _ 


took in the Goſpels of St. Mark and St. Luke, 


2 See alſo 


wow * 


6.7. in te 


Notes. 


+ The Anetiation of a 1 of bo E a 1 
$pirir there was no. queſtion, was one way of being cer= 
tity'd concerning the Divine Miſſion of a Prophet among 


that he is a Prophet, 15 aſſuredly a Prophet. See Doctor 


red, and therefore we may ſafely conclude, that theſe 


ig 
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in what they wrote. To the fame purpoſe | 
d raflieut. alſo ſpeaks > Epiſcopius, There ſeems no reaſon 
I. 4 S. 1. oz all to doubt but that the Goſpels of St. Mark 
and St. Luke were approv'd by the Apoſtles, and 
wpon that account admitted into the Catalogue of 
anthentick Writings. And what is thus aſſert- 

ed, may be caſily prov'd from the Teftimonies 

of the Fathers. For thus, Tertullian in his 

fourth Book againſt Marcion (c. 7 tells us, 

De Goſpel, which Mark publiſb'd, is affirmd 

to be Peter's, and that which was drawn | 


2 
, 


„ «© by Luke ms aſcrib'd to Paul. And we YZ 
cel. learn from © Euſebius, that both Papias and 
Hiſt. 1.2. Clemens of Alexandria atteſted, that the Ro- 

6.15 mans having prevailed with St. Mark to write | 

his Goſpel, what he had done was reveal'd to 

St. Peter by the Holy Ghoſt, who thereupon | 
authoriz'd the Work, and appointed it to be if 
read publickly in the Church. And the ſame | 

41.6.6. 4 Hiſtorian informs us from Origen, that St. | 

75 Paul approv'd and recommended the Goſpel 
of St. Luke, being drawn up principally for 
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Error. For no higher degree of Inſpiration than this, 

| ſeems to have been neceſſary in the preſent Caſe. 
There was no need of immediate Revelation to inform _- 
them of thoſe things, which they either knew of them- # 
ſelves, or receiv'd (as St. Luke tells us he did) from Au- 
thentick Witneſſes. However we may be ſure they 
were under the actual conduct of the Divine Spirit, 
who guided them in the choice of ſuch Particulars, as 
weere fit for each of them to relate, and kept them 4 
from inſerting any thing that was Impertinent, Falſe or 
Erroneous. Thus much we are bound, and thus much 
we have warrant, to believe concerning them, ſince 
what they wrote was authoriz'd, and recommended te 
_ the Church, by the Apoſtles. RED 


the 


Gage 
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the uſe of the Gentiles. And we learn from 
n WF + St. Jerome, that many believ'd he referr'd f Catal. 
ark to that, whenever he ſpoke + of his own Goſ- T Fel. 
and pcl. And the fame Author relates “ before, 4" El 
e of that the Goſpel according to St. Mark was 4 Rom. 
ert- ſaid to be St. Peter's; that is, as I ſuppoſe, 2. 16. 
nies wrote by his Inſtruction and order'd to be“ 5 + HOT 
is WF publiſh'd with his Approbation. To which © * 
may be added what the afore-mention'd Hi- 
-m1'd FF ftorian, I mean Euſebius, tells us in © another e 3. . 
place, that the three other Goſpels being 24. 
we brought to St. John, he read them over and 
and perus d them carefully, and when he had o 
done, juſtified what they had wrote, and con. 
rite WF firm'd the Truth thereof with his own Te- 
= ſftimony. Tho”, for Reaſons there ſer down, 
pon be thought fit to make another Relation of his 
= own, and add thereto ſuch Particulars as had 
ame WW been omitted by the orherss © 
St. As for the Ads of the Apoſtles, they (as Mr. 
ofpel WW Dodwell obſerves, Sef. 39.) were probably 
for wrote by St. Luke at the ſame time with the 
0 %el or Hiſtory of our Saviour, and therefore 
fall under the ſame Conſideration. They were 
Ca. the ſecond Volume, Part, or Treatiſe of the 
form WF fame Book, (as appears from Acts 1. 1.) and 
WF therefore though St. Luke's Name was not pur 
oF to them, yet it was never doubted in the 
e 8 Church, who was the Author. His Name 
pirit, Þ | 0 8 . e 
's, 3 Was prefix d to, learnt from, and preſcrv'd in, 
them the firſt part, the Goſpel: From which the 
Ads ſeem afterwards to have been ſeparated, 
5c 8 (hough ar firſt they went together) for the 
ed to convenience of the Readers, that fo the Goſ- 
pels all making up one Book by themſelves, 
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: (as was aſua}: formerly a the Name of the 


Book of the Goſpels,) might be the more ea- 
fily compar'd together. Now this makes a 


great difference between the Writings of theſe 
two Evangeliſts and thoſe of St. Clemens and 
St. Barnabas, though ſuppos'd genuine. Theſe i 
latter were never recommended or atteſted by WM 
any of the Apoſtles, and therefore could never 
expect that Reception and Authority in the 
World, which the others found, nor to have 2 
the fame place 1 in the Canon. I 


: 1v. We read 6. 56 3h in ſo many Words, | 
5 that there is not one ſingle Book of the New Te- 
ſtament, which was not refusd by ſome of the i 
Ancients, as unjuſtly father'd upon the Apoſiles, | 
and really forg'd by their Adverſaries. To which 
I anſwer, That either our Author equivo- 
cates, in this place, or aſſerts that which he 
never can prove to be true. For, as I ſhew'd_ 
above, p. 10, c.) the four Goſpels, the Acts, 
_ thirteen Epiſtles of St. Paul, the firſt of St. 
Peter, and the firſt of St. Jabs were all along 
a admitted by the Catholick Church; and ne- 
8 ver, that appears, after a ſufficient Promulga- | 


5 tion, oppos'd by any who held her Commu- 


nion. The Hereticks indeed rejected, ſome | 
one, ſome other parts of the New Teſtament, 
but to underſtand them only, by the Word, 
Ancients, excluſively of the Catholicks, was 
certainly defign'd to impoſe upon the unwary 


Reader, and can never be excus'd from foul 


dealing, ſince chat Expreſſion is commonly 
taken 1 in agother Senſe. 


C _ 


— 
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But perhaps it may be here ask'd why tbe 
W Tcitimony of Hereticks, in a Matter of Fact, 
WF ſhould not be as good as that of Catholicks, 
and why they may not be admitted as Wit- 
neſſes of what Books were or ought to be e- 
_ FEficem'd Canonical, as well as others. 


abled them to run down the Forgerics of He-, 


ä ——— —ü——ͤᷓ6 — 


— — 


To this I anſwer, (1,) That the Catholicks 


43 gave clear and evident proof of the Truth f 


the Apoſtles, and thoſe who held Communion Sl. 4. 4 


with them, were on their ſide. Theſe all a- 


from the firſt Age. The Tradition was every p 


Irenæus, than we are now from our Grand- 
farhers. The Biſhops and Churches of his 
time convey'd the Canon by written, as well as 
oral Teſtimony, to the next Ages, and ſo en- 


reticks, as they had done before them; who 


for their true and genuine Writings. They of Pre- 
| nee 8 1 1 ſeripti. 
could not deduce them from the Apoſtles, 29, 30. 


fince h the Founders of the ſeveral Sects, the Clem. Aa. 


Authors of theſe Hereſies, Forgeries and Cor- lex. Strom. 
ruptions, (as Jalentinus, Baſilides, Apelles, Mar- : z Pp. 
ARES a 1 | cion, 5 


greed in the Books, theſe all agreed in the c. 4 Of _ 
fame Goſpels and Epiſtles, which they affirm- ?re/iri2- 


ed they had receiv'd in a certain Succeſſion ““ © 3% 
See theſe — 


8 15 ; laces in- 
= where the fame, as to the Books mention'd ſifted ow 
E | (Pp. 10.) and might well be eſteem'd undoubt- hereafier 
ed, ſince they were no farther remoy'd from eful- 
the Diſciples of our Saviour in the Days of XxxIV. 


Irenzeus 
could not give that Proof and Evidence for 1. 2 8 5 
their Suppoſitions, which the Catholicks did Fertul. 


* 
7% 
x 
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mis 


Lebe. in the World. And therefore thoſe * Books | 


=—_ Tenulli- 22d extravagant, the Books which they forg'd ; 


'- 8 "ve Canongf ie 
Cion, &c.) were much later than they. And 
when Application was made to the moſt anci- 
ent Churches in the World, which the imme- 
diate Diſciples of our Lord had raught in their 
own Perſons, or to thoſe which join'd in Com- 
munion with them, they all gave in their Te- 
ſtimonies both againſt the Books and Dftrine, Rx 
And this brings me to a ſecond Argument. 

i lren. I. (z.) i The Books which the Hereticks forg'd, 
1. . 17. contradicted that Doctrine which rhe 4 poltles 
8 compafd had taught in the Churches the planted This 
with l. Jo a "= "> Pd * — 
C. 2, &c. was ſufficiently known in thoſe Ages (which | 
Tertul. were at ſo little a diſtance from oui Saviour) | 
Pre- by the general Tradition of all rhe Churches 


5 2 were juſtly concluded authentick that (beſides | 
Euſeb. good Teſtimony) agreed with, and thoſe ſup- 
_ Eecl. Hifi. poſititious, which were repugnant to, the Do- 
LES *5- Erine of the Apoſtles, (3.) Theſe Arguments 1 
and. have been judg d ſo convincing, that the whole 
See theſe Chriſtian World has given a Verdict on their 
Places out ſide. For the Doctrine of moſt of the pri- 
en mitive Hereticks has appear d ſo monſtrous 
an inſiſt- to aſſert it, fo ill atteſted, that the one has 
mn no been rejected every where for many hun- 
; 5 hal. dreds of Years, and the other condemn d and 
„ 3 


XXXIV. »* Euſebius (4. 3. c. 25 tells us that ſeveral Books 
publiſh'd under the venerable Names of St. Peter, st. 
Thomas, St. Matthias, &c. were and ought to be re- 
jected as ſpurious, for this reaſon (among others) that 
they contain'd Doctrines contrary to thoſe which had 
been taught and publiſh'd by the Apoſtles; whence it 
was evident that they were the Forgeries and Contri- 7 

| yances of wicked Men. r 


© 
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in a manner quite vaniſh'd. Whereas the Oo 
HFrine of the Catholicks maintain'd it ſelf under 
the ſharpeſt Perſecutions, and their Books were 
Dreſerv' d + when it was Death to keep them, 
and ſo both have been convey'd together to 
W the preſent time, notwithſtanding all Oppoſi- 
1 tion. h 5 1 | 8 N 
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V. Our Author tells us again (p. 76.) That XI. 
be Epiſtle to the Hebrews, that of St. James, 
be /econd of St. Peter, the ſecond and third of | 
F. John, the Epiſtle of St. Jude and the Reve= 
lation were @ long time plainly doubted by the 
Ancients. And, as if that had not been enough, 
he adds (p. 64.) that they were rejected a long 
| time by all Chriſtians, almoſt with univerſal con- 
ſent, But to this I have ſpoken already (p 
| I4, Cc.) and therefore think it neceſſary ro 

add no more, by way of Anſwer, in this place, 
than what a Learned Man has ſaid concern- 
ing the Epiſtle of St. James, which may with Ho 
equal Reaſon be apply'd to all the reſt of 
theſe once controverted Pieces: Though the 
Ancients have been divided as to this Point, it 
is enough that the ſuccceding Ages after a due 
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n See the Paſſion of Felix, Biſhop of Tubyza in Africa. 
who was put to Death in the Year 303, becauſe he would 
not deliver the Scriptures to be burnt, according to the 
expreſs Decree of Diocleſian and Maximian, the Empe- 5 
_ rors, to that purpoſe. Many others alſo ſuffer'd on 

that Account, and they, who, for fear of Death, dil 
deliver the Scriptures to the Heathen, were call'd Tra- 
ditores, whence our Engliſh word Traitor?) and fell un- 
der the Church's Cenſure, as is notoriouſly evident 
8 from the famous Caſe of Cecilian and the Donatifts. 
RES D 4 Reflection 
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and yet theſe two, (one of them in his Feſti- 
val Epiſtle, and the other in his Commentary 
„ on the Creed, * above-mention'd) are ſo far 
from owning that the controverted Books 
| were wniver/ally rejected before their Times, 
that on the contrary, they appeal to the Mo- | 
numents and Traditions of preceding Ages, 
for the eſtabliſhing all of them in the Canon; 


5 rant, among thoſe who had liv'd all along 


+ Refletion on this Matter, have ford in Auth: | 
 quity certain Afts, ſufficient to place them in the 
rank of the Canonical Books of the New Teſta- 
ment, and that all Churches in the World, have, 
fince that, receiv'd them as ſuch. However be- 
fore I diſmiſs this Objcction, it will not be 
improper to take a — notice of our Au- 
thor's Ingenuity, and conſider with what 1 
Truth he could affirm, that theſe Books were 
rejected for a long time by all Chriſflians, almoſt 
with an univerſal conſent. The contrary to 
which will appear evident, if we produce thoſe 


they were ſo rejected) as the genuine Wri- f 
tings of the Authors under whole Names they 


Remark in general, what I ſuppoſe will be ea- 
ſily granted, That Athanaſius and Rufinus had 
better Opportunities gf underſtanding the 


tick, as perſuaded them too to acknowledge 


who own'd them (during the time he fays 


are now publiſh'd and read in the Church of / 


But before 1 deliend to e I ſhall 


Judgment and Practice of their Predeceſſors, 
than our Author can have at this diſtance; 


and inform us that they found /o good War- 1 
before their Days, for their being authen- 


them 


* 2 
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them for ſuch without ſcruple. Every one 
| indeed had not receiv'd them in the firſt. 
| Centuries, but /o many had done it and upon 
W ſuch good grounds, that theſe Fathers thought 
to they had ſufficient Reaſon to comply with, 
and follow their Example. And tho”, great 
numbers of Authors, which they had, being 
now loſt, we cannot give ſuch an exact ac- 
count of the Judgment of the earlieſt Times 
as they were able to do, yet, I think, we both 
may and ought to take their Words, in what 
they affirm upon their own Reading and In- 
formation. Eſpecially, fince there are many 
Books ſtiil remaining, which ſtrengthen the 
| Teſtimony they give, and mention (more or 
| fewer of) the controverted Pieces as the ge- 
 nuine Writings of thoſe to whom they are a- 
ſcrib'd. This will appear from what follows. 


5 The Epiſtle to the Hebrews, own'd as St. 


Paul's by Clemens of Alexandria in his 


Stromata, (I. 4. p. $14.)——by Origen in 
his Comment on St. John: (G. L. To. 2, p. 


56. He affirm'd, as we find in the Ec- 
cleſiaſtical Hiſtory f of Euſebius (l. 6. c. 


257) that many of the Ancients believ'd it 


— — a 1 e „*** „ 


I lt would have been an eaſy matter to have produ- 
ced ſeveral Paſſages of moſt of the Fathers here alleg'd, 

do prove that they held the reſpective Books, for which 
_ they are quoted, Canonical, or genuine Writings of 
thoſe Apoſtles to whom they are aſcrib'd. But I wav'd 


that as needleſs; and thought one Teſtimony ſufficient 


to ſhew the Judgment of one Writer. Otherwiſe J 


could have brought more than twenty places of Origen 
(for Example's ſake) to (hew that he held the Epiſtle to 
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x see be- fore us. * The ancient 8 0 "Fo rfiow 
15 . 8. 7» has this Epiſtle and 1 aſerib Jes it 5 St. 

„ Tet Eviftle of St. N was own'd as tha 

= Hiſtory of . by tal Fu his « eight . Hie. 
de Nen | 
Fol. ll 
Parti 2. c. five from Clemens of Alecandria, &c. | could alfo have 
| = p. produc'd other Authors, in waom Palaces out of theſe 
140. Pieces are made uſe of, without naming the Books, 
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to be st. Paurs.  Buſcbius 7. 3. c. 
ſays it was rejected only by /ome, and 

| ſeems to have admitted it into the Canon 
with the reſt, for his own part, (I. 3. c. 
| 2x, and 38.) St. Jerome in his Epiſtle to 
1 2 J. 24.) ſays that it was receiv'd 
by moſt of the Ancients, and quoted bj 
them as Canonical Scripture. I don't pro- 
duce the Teſtimony of St. Jerome upon 
his own account, in this place either for 
this Epiſtie or for the Revelation , but = 
only as he informs us what was the be- 
lief of moſt of the Ancients in the 


a Re. 
De- 


1 


the 2 to have FED wrote by St. N „four or 


fm which they are borrow'd; but that Us nor an- 
_ ther my Deſign, - 
+ Some will have St. James, the Author of this Epiſtle, 5 

to be 4. diſtinct Perſon from the two Apoſtles of that 
Name. They ſay that there was a third, the Brother 
of our Lord, and Biſhop of Jeruſalem, and that he 
wrote this Epiſtle. To which I auſwer (1,) That the 
Scripture no where mentions any more than zwo of this 


Name, and St. Paul (Gal. 1. 19.) tells us expreſſly, that | 


5 James, the Brother of our Lord, was an Apoſtle; and 
tis plain by his Words, that he means one of the Twelve 
 Apoſiles. (2.) Clemens of Alexandria, and Euſebius from 
him, (Eccl. Hiſt. I. 2. c. 1.) reckon no more chan two, 
one James the Son of Zebedee, and the other James, 

call d the Juſt, the Brother of our Lord, who was alſo 


| mily 


New 12 Penker 8 43 
_ mily on Exodus, ( F. 43 * Tobie 0 en 9 


his Ecclejiaftical Hiſtory, J. z. c. 27% lays. 
it was approv'd by many. The ancient 
| Syriack Verſion has this Epiſtle. 


Ne ſecond Epiſtle of St. Peter, own'd as his 


by Origen, (in his ſeventh Homily o 


Joſbua, f. 156.) and by Firmiliam of Capps TD 
docia, (in bis Epiſtle to St. Cyprian, among 


the Epiſtles of that Father, Ep. 85. p. 


220.) Euſebius ſays the ſame of this as of g 
the Epiſtle of St. * and i in * ſame TY 


lace. 


The ſecond Epifile of Se. John, own'd as that 
Ahpoltle's by lreneus; (l. 1. c. 13. p. 9 1 
by Clemens of Alexandria, who wrote a 
ſhort Explanat ion of it; (which ſee at 
| the end of his Treatiſe concerning the 
Salvation of the rich. Ox, Edit. p. 142.) 
by a Council at Carthage: (in 10 1 
256, among St. Cyprian's Trafts P. 242.) 
5 . 0 A mentions this * 


— ——  _—_—_—— — 
— 


—— — x 1 2 
— 


"ide of ( ernſalens. The e is aſſened | by 1 
nius, (Heref. 29. n. 3.) and St. Jerome againſt Helvidius 


. 10.) So that fince there were but two, call'd by 


the Name of James, and both of them Apoſtles, let 
which of them can, be the Author of the Epiſtle, 8 
Was certainly wrote by an Apoſtle. Tho' it is general- 


1 ' ly concluded to be that James, who was our Lord's 


Brother (probably ſo ſtyl'd, either becauſe the Son of 
Joſeph by a former Wife, or the Son of the Virgin 
| Mary's Siſter, as St. Jerome will have it;) for the other 


James, the Son of Zebedee was kill'd by Herod at the 


firſt planting of the Church. And therefore to this 


James, Rufinus expreſſly aſcribes it in his Expoſition of 


the Apoſtles Creed, calling him Apoſtle and Brother of 


* Lord. See Dr. Cave $ Life of dt, ny the Leſs. 
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 eond and alſo the third Epiſtles as com- 
monly afcrib'd to St. John the Apoſtle, in 
huis Time, about the Year 260: (Euſeb. 
Eccl. Hiſt. l. 7. c. 25.) Euſebins favs the 
fame of this, as of the Epiſtle of St. James. 
» See al. The third Epiſtle of St. John. ® Origen al- 
WY _ | lows that both if and the /econd might il 
3 rang be admitted as the Apoſtle's, and plainly WR 
Jothua, acknowlegdes that many receiv'd both as 
F. 156. genuine, when he ſays that / did not. 
.de Enfeb. I. 6. c. 25.) Dionyfius ſays | 
the /ame of this, that he does of che e- 
cond; and Enſebins the ſame that he ſays i 
OD od Fe LO 
The Epiſtle of f St. Jude, own'd as his by | 
TTeertullian, (I. 1. Of the Ornament of Wo- 
maieen, c. 3.) by Clemens of Alexandria, (in 
his Pedagogue ll. 3. c. 8. p. 239.) by Ori- 
gen, (in his Comment. on St. Matthew, | 

S. L. Tom. 11. p. 223.) Euſebius ſays the 
ſame of this, that he does of St. James. 
The Revelation, aſcrib'd to St. 7obn the A- 
poſtle, by Juſtin M. (in his Dialogue 
„s with Trypbo, p. 308.) by o Ireneus, (1.4. 
eder c. 37. p. 373.) by Clemens of Alexandria, 
„nV (in his Stromata J. 6. p. 667.) by Origen, 
17 „ (in his Commentary on St. Matthew, | 


„ — — : * . - 8 2 


I That St. Jude was an Apoſtle is avident from the 
 __ firſt Verſe of his Epiſtle; for there he ſtyles himſelf, he 
Brother of James. And that there was a Jude or Judas 

| (for both ate the ſame in the Original) the Brother of | 
James, among the Apoſtles, appears from St. Luke 6. 16. 

and Act, 1, 13. He is call'd Lebbeus, whoſe Surname | 

was Thaddeus by St. Matthew (c. 10. v. 3.) the reaſon | 

of which ſee in Dr. Cave's Hiſtory of his Life. * 

EE | 0M. 
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Pn. 16. p. 417.) by Tertullian, (1. 3. a- 


gainſt Marcion c. 14, and 23.) by St. Cy- 


prian, (in his Treatiſe of the Benefit of 
Patience) to John, without any Epithet, 
who quotes this Book, I believe, a hun- 


dred times. Euſebius tells us (I. 3. c. 25.) 


that /ome indeed rejected it, but others 
reckoned it among the Books that are an- 
doubted. St. Jerome in his Epiſtle to Dar- 


danus (F. 24.) ſays that it was receiv'd by 
moſt of the Ancients, as Canonical, and that 


they cited Teſtimonies from it as ſuch. 


From what has been here alledg'd, I ſup- | 
poſe it is evident, that there were many, (and 


among them ſeveral very eminent Writers, 


were generally receiv'd by the whole Church. 


have now produc'd, liv'd) by all Chriſtians, al- 


moſt with univerſal conſent. Such as have a 
mind, may take his word for it, if they 


pleafe. 


* 


All the Reflection J intend to make upon it, 
ſhall be only this, that we may certainly ex- _ 
pect a very accurate and impartial Hiftory of 

\ the Canon from our Author, who takes not the 

leaſt notice of all theſe Places, but notwith- 

| ſtanding them and others of the ſame Nature, 
had yer the confidence to ſay, that theſe ſeven 

Pieces were rejected a long time (even in that 

time, wherein the Authors and Witneſſes, I 1 


= who/e Works are fiill extant, beſides other con- 

= ſidcrable Perſons, and Churches too without 

doubt, unknown indeed by Name now, but 
well known, as appears, to Euſebius, Athana- 

| fius, Rufinus, &c.) who own'd the Authority 
of the controverted Books, even before they 


* 


11 


a6 The CaNON of the — 
| But, I believe, few, who 1.1] conſult the 
Quotations produc'd above, will admirc him 

| either for an exact or faithful Hiſtorian. 


I since the printing the firſt Edition of this 
Book, I met with Mr. Da Pin's Hiftory of the 
Canon of, the New Teſtament; and find that 
Pc, 4. v he ſinks the date of the Syriack Verſien (the 
9. 2. Teſtimony of which I have produc'd above 
for the Epiſile to the Hebrews, and that of St. 
James) much lower than the time I have aſ- 
ſſiign'd it. For he'll not allow it to be more 
ancient than the fitth or ſixth Century. He 
aalleges two Reaſons for his Opinion, which 
1d thiak my ſelf oblig'd here to conſider. The 
rſt is, that the Doxology is therein added at 
| the end of the Lord's Prayer, (St. Mat. 6. 13.) | 
which he ſuppoſes (with others among the | 
Learned) not to belong to the original Text, | 
but to have been inſerted long afterwards from 
the Rituals; and conſequently to be an Evi- 
| dence, that the Syriack Yerſion, wherein it is 
found, is more modern than we pretend. 
To which I anſwer (1.) That it is not fo | 
very clear (as ſome will have it) that the Dox- | 
dlogy was not originally part of the Lord's il 
crit. Prayer. 4 For F. Simon himſelf acknowledges |} 
Hiſt. of that it is extant in moſt of the Greek Copies, ix 
* and in ſome ancient Fathers of the Creek 
l. 2. Church: And our Countrey-men Dr. Light- 
Part 1. c. foot and Mr. Gregory produce ſuch Reaſons to 
332.5. 165, aſſert its being genuine, as are not eaſy to be 
Eng. Edit. anſwer'd. Their Arguments, ſuch as are cu- 
rious may read in the Authors themſelyes, or 
in the Synopſis of the Criticks. I ſhall not ſer 
them down here, becauſe they arc not * 
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ſary to my preſent purpoſe. For (2.) If 
old it that the Doxology was really 
IE borrowed from the Liturgies of the Greek 
WE Church, yet this will not anſwer the end, for 
is WS which it is alleg'd by our learned Critick. 
for Mr. Du Pin owns the Goſpel of St. 2. 5. 3. 
= Matthew to have been tranſlated into Greek *; * ns 3 
from the Hebrew, in the Apoſtles Days; and 
yet the Doxology, as was juſt now obſery'd, 
is in moſt Copies of that Tranſlation. Now | 
what way ſoever it got into the Greek, te 
very ſame it might get into the Syriack Ver- —_— 
ion, and yet both theſe Verſions, for all that, 
be of primitive Antiquity, as one of them is 
= own'd to have undoubtedly been. (2.) He 
| urges that where mention is made of breaking of 

Bread, the word Eucharis is put (in this Tran-= 

ſlation) inſtead of Bread, which does not ſavour , 
much of Antiquity. * Twice I readily grant 4 2. 
it is ſo rendred, but don't ſee what Prejudice „ 
that can bring to our Cauſe. Mr. Du Pin is 
indeed a little obſcure here, but his Obje&tion 
muſt be underſtood in one of the three fol 

lowing Senſes. 1*. He may deſign thereby 

that the Syrians have no ancient Writers on 
| their fide, when they interpret the places a» 
bove - mentionꝰd concerning the Eucharif, or 
Lord - Supper. 1 anſwer that if they have 
none for them, I believe they have none of 
equal Authority again# them. For 1 don't find 

that any of the three firſt Centuries (and this 

Verſion is ſupf ud to have been made ſome 
cConſiderable time before the end of that Pe- 
8 110d) ſpeak at all, concerning the Texts al- 
leg'd; 1 am ſure ſeveral eminent Commenta- 


tors 
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tors do under ſtand them of the Exchari#, and | 
why the Hrian Tranſlator, tho? very ancient, 


— 


might not do fo too, for Reaſons beſt known 
to himſelf, I cannot comprehend. 2%, Mr. 
Du Pin may be thought to mean, that the 
 Lord's-Supper was not called by the Name of 


Euchariſt ſo early. But as to this, the contra- 


ry is ſo evident from à Tertullian, d Irenæus, 


c. © Juſtin M. and d Ignatius, (to name no others) 
that I cannot ſuppoſe it poſſible for fo learned 
2. a Writer to forget it. And therefore I pro- 
ceed to add, 3%y, That he may perhaps in- 

tend, that che Bread in the Lord's Supper was 
"not call'd by the Title of Euchariſt, fo ſoon 
as this Tranſlation is ſuppos'd to have been 
.c. made. To which I reply, That © Jrenæus in- 
forms us, that the Bread, aſter Conſccration, 


is no longer common Bread, but the Eucha- 
riſt. If it was the  Encharif after Conſecra- 
tion, why ſhould we think the Church did 


not then call it what it was? And if they did 
call it the Euchariſt in the time of that Father, 


then certainly the Syriack Verſion might well 


render it by the ſame Expreſſion, and yer be 


adãs ancient as we pretend. 


From what has been ſaid, 1 bope it ap- 


pears, that there is no force in the Objections 


of Mr. Du Pin, to overthrow the Antiquity f 


of the Syriack Tranſlation, but that it may, 


notwithſtanding them, have been made as ear- | 


| * as the date i 15, which we have aſlign d *. 


Ss thus, by way of Paankes o vindica- F 
ted the antiquity of that Syriack V. erſi0 on, which | 


<4 have made uſe of in the preſent Controver- 
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ſy, I now again fall in with our Author; but, 
before proceed any farther, I muſt obſerve 
that I find him here in a complying Humour, 
and becauſe he is ſeldom fo, I think my felt _ 
oblig'd to take notice of it. For he ackhow- - 
leges (p. 77) that theſe ſeven Pieces are now re 
ceiv'd (not without convincing Arguments) by the 
= Moderns, Thus far is very well; and I ſhould 
have been glad to find our Author ſo frank in 
his e e if what he grants, had not 
ro- been attended with a Sting in the Tail. For 
in- it follows, Now / ſay, by more than a parity of 
vas Wl Reaſon, that the Preaching and Revelation of 
on Peter (for Example) were receiv'd by the Anti» 
:en ente, and ought nos to be rejefted by the Moderns, 
in- „F the approbation of the Fathert be a proper re- 

„ commendation of any Book: The ſhort of the 

W Buſineſs is this; that, in our Author's Opini- 

ra- on, there's more reaſon to look upon the Res 

velation and Preaching of St. Peter as Cationi+ 

cal, than the ſeven Pieces above-mention'd, 

cr, which are now embrac'd by the whole Church _ 

ell as fuch. We'll try, if you pleaſe, and turning 
back to p. 22, confider what Teſtimonies are 

. there brought to prove theſe Treatiſes, which 

ap- dear the Name of St. Peter, to have been fors 

bos Ss merly / ß 

iy . Firſt, for e we find that it's DP On. 

ay, quoted by f Clemens of Alexandria; mention'd Fheod, 

ar- dy Euſebius, St. Jerome, and Sozomen. All this p. 806, 

IF 1 grant, but then mutt beg leave to add, that . FR 
none of theſe Writers; excepting the firſt, 98 
ca- will do our Author's Cauſe any manner of Ser- of Eccl. 
ch vice. For s Euſebius and h St. Jerome ex- Writers in 
'cr- ¶ preflly declare this Piece (as allo the Preach- _ Pe: 


1 "The Caxox f the 


i 4. 7 c ing _ to be f urious; and i 3 
9. us, that though it was indeed read in ſome 
Churches of Paleſtine once in the Vear, yet 
the Ancients abſolutely judg'd it a Forgery. 
r p. As for the Preaching of Peter, * Clemens of 
357 1 1 Alexandria, I own, quotes it ſeveral times, and 
6. þ. Ga, he's the only Perſon I can allow that does as 
6. P. 635, 
ccc. much as ſeem to favour our Author in the pre- 
ſent Controverſy; excepting only Damaſcen, 
whom | have not at hand, and therefore can't 
ſay what his Opinion might be. Origen ſays 
not a word of it in his Pretace to his Treatiſe 
1 Principles, (as is pretended.) He does in- 
deed in his 147 Tome on St. John, but then he 
cConſiders the Paſſage there alle gd as an Obje- : 
_ Qtion urg'd by Heracleon, and is very far, as 
any one may perceive, irom owning the Au- 
111. 4.c. thority of the Book. Lafatius | tells us (in 
21. the place cited) that the Apoſtles Peter and | 
Paul preach'd at Rome, and deliver'd ſeveral 
- Prophecies againſt the Jews, Which were kept 
in Writing and confirm'd by the Event. But 
he does not ſay, that the Book wherein they | 
were preſerv'd, was call'd the Preaching of 
| Peter, neither does it any other ways appear 
that ſuch Prophecies were contain'd in the 
Book now before us, and therefore his Teſti- 
mony ſignifies nothing to the queſtion in hand. 
As for the Diſcourſe concerning the Baptiſm of 
oo, among the Works of St. Cyprian, I 1 
Hine the n of Peter 1 is there quoreds if | 


—_ a. — 


— 


* The Doctrine N of St. Peter is 8 d there, , 
but rejected as an Apocryphal Book, neither wrote by | 
him, whale Name it Heads, nor by any inſpir'd Perſon. |} 


we'll 
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and put it all in his Eye and ſee never the worle. 


s as or that Writer ſays poſitively, that the Com- 


poſer of the Preaching of Peter was an Here- 


— 


un. P 


prove there was a Book call d the Preaching of St. Paul, 


becauſe Rigaltius corrects it ſo in his Notes. 


s (in ö ay we have the Teſtimony but of one fingle Fa- : 


and ther for any Authority of theſe Books (for the reading 


'eral one of them once a Year in an obſcure Church or two, 3 
debt a mean thing; ſee above Sect. VI 5 And yet under what 
P Notion he quotes them does not appear; much leſs 


But what Authority he aſcribes to them. He no where tells 
| us that he look'd upon the Preaching and Revelation of 
St. Peter to have been wrote by himſelt, and upon that 
account to be Canonical, He might take them for Ef- 
cleſiaſtical Pieces, and ſuppoſe (which yet was an Error) 


the Wt: the Writer of them gave a true account of ſome 


eſti- Diſcourſes of that Apoſtle. As he does in his Treatiſe, 
concerning the Salvation of the Rich, furniſh us with ſome _ 
Paſſages concerning St. Jahn, which Euſebius has tranſ= 


ferr'd into his Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory. It can by no means 


ſtom of the Ancients (as well as Moderns) to cite Wri- 
tings which they knew, not to be Canonical, as well as 


lere, thoſe that were. This is ſufficiently evident, and St. 

e by Jerome takes particular notice of it in his Epiſtle to Dar- 
rſon. anus, and therefore till there be very good Proof to 
vel] the contrary, we ought not to believe that St. Clemens 


E 2 angle 


cen. Beck, and proves it too by good Arguments. S 
an t char after ul 1 we have the n of one N 


4 I could 1 not bak ſwile have at the lngennity af's our . 5 
Author, in his Contrivance to multiply Jeſtimonies fot 
ſpurious Pieces. For he alleges (p. 32.) this Writer to 


| becauſe it is actually ſo in the Text. And he quotes the Rh 
Au. er ame place p. 23) for the Preaching of Se. Feter, 


ö be prov'd that this Father judg'd theſe Pieces part of the 
d, if 3 [New Teflament, becauſe he quotes them. It was the cu- 


ome we'll allow the ConjeQure of Rigaltins +; tha 8 
Paul is by miſtake ſet for Peter, for tis Paul in 
the Text. But what will our Author ger by 
's Iris Conceſſion? Truly very little; he may 
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cee For in the ® Preaching of Peter we read, that 
Alex. the Jews worſhipp'd Angels, and Archangels and 
Strom. e Months and the Moon: Which they are 
16. 5. Charg'd with doing, not when they fell into 
635. Idolatry, but in the ordinary Practice of their 


” * Religion. We are told alſo n that Jeſus ac- 


Os John 7. knowledg 4 himſelf guilty of Sin, and was in a man- 
„ ea to ſubmit to the Baptiſin of John, by 
8 Treatiſe bis Mother, againſt his Will, &c. which are grols 


| + — and T notorious F alſhoods. And the Revela- 
#3 tion of Peter informs us, that o abortive and 


dem. expos'd Infants are committed to the conduct of a 


Al. Ex- Guardian 4 who * e and educate 
a tracts out © | 

EE =»  differ'd FY very far from the od of the "ERR fin to & - 

Soc, 807. advance thoſe Pieces into the Canon, which they gene- 

rally rejected for ſpurious; but rather conclude, that he 

eſteem'd them ar beſt no more than Ecclefiaſtical. And 

ſo Euſebius ſeems to affirm concerning him and them. 

See hereafter Seck. XIX. However the Caſe be, ſee | 


en — — | 


= e Taxon 'F = 


8 


in Paleſtine only, for any Authority of theſe 
Books, and what Authority they deſign'd them, 


we cannot tell, and all the reſt of the Catho- 
licks of thoſe times, and before them, and ſinee 


(as far as appears) rejected them as Forgeries; 


and if we may make an Eſtimate of the whole 


by the Fragments, which yet remain, tis evi- 
dent they were the Forgeries of Hereticks. 


before Se. VII. 


+ There is another Paſſage, that does not (methink) 1 
ſound well, quoted by Clemens, out of the Preaching of Ml 
St. Peter, in the ſixth Book of his Stromata (p. 678.) 
where we are told, that he Prophets nam d Jeſus Chriſt 3 
in expreſs Words. Whether this can be fairly reconcil'd 2 
with Truth, I ſhall not determine, but leave to the 


Reader 8 Judgment, 


x tion” u Wa . 


| auge n and an obſcure 8 or two 


ben 


— 1 „ 
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hem, and ſecure their Happineſs after they have” _—_ 
Herd ſuch things as they ſhould have endur'd in = 
he Boch; that they ſhall be as thoſe who haue bes 


Chriftian World agreed that there is nothing 


in the ſeven Pieces, which we have naw under 

Wy Conſideration, repugnant to the reſt of the 
Scripture; that even at that time, when they 
were doubted of by /ome, they were yet re- 
ceiv'd by many others; among whom were 
ſeveral of great Piety and Learning; that 14. 
thanaſius, Rufinus, and others, vouch the Au- 
chority of the Ancients to prove that they 
were and ought to be judg'd and accounted 
Canonical; chat, ſince that, Councils and the 


whole Church have receiv'd and own'd them 
for genuine, and if, after all this, our Author 


— 


aithful here for a hundred Years; that flaſhes of 
Fire ſhall break from theſe Infants, &c. with more 
Ie the ſame Nature. Now whoſoever ſhall 
onſider this, and call to mind the perfect - 
Glence of the Scripture in ſuch Curioſities, will 
afily conclude that theſe Diſcoveries had the 
ame Original with the whimſical Fancies, 
hich the Enoſtichs publiſh'd to the World a- 
we Trent 
The caſe therefore of the Books call'd, the 
Preaching and Revelation of St. Peter, is, ima 
Word, this. They contain'd falſe and extra- 
agant Doctrine, have no Body on their fide a& 
all but one Father and ſome unknown Churches 
of Paleſtine (whoſe juſt Opinion of them we 
know not,) and were univerſally rejected by 
che whole Body of the Catholicks beſides, as 
far as we can judge at this diſtance. Now let's 
turn the Tables, and we ſhall find the whole 
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54 _. eCanonefte 
will ftill ſay, that there's more reaſon to re- 
ceive the Preaching and Revelation of St. Peter, 
than the Pieces we are now examining, into 
| the Code of the New Teſtament, he may ſay ſo, 
if he pleaſes; but, I believe, he'll meet with 
but few that are of his Opinion. 


to expreſs the favourable Opinion he has of 
the New Teſtament, our Author brings in Cel- 
ſus a Heathen (p. 60.) as a Witneſs againſt the 
Chriſtians, who exclaims againſt the too great 
Ll.iberty they took (as if they were drunk) of chang- 
ing the firſt Writing of the Goſpel, three or four 
or more times, that ſo they might deny whatever 
was urg'd againſt them, as retrafted before. Our 
Author ſomewhere complains of the Clergy 
for their harſh Language, and violating the 
Rules of Decency and Civility in their Wri- | 
| ings. But certainly there are ſome Caſes, 
| wherein it is very difficult to forbear a little 
ſeverity of Expreſſion. And this I take to be 
one of them, which I have now before me. 
To ſee a Man, who profeſſes himſelf a Chri- 
ſtian, rake up the Objections, not only of the | 
___ grofſeſt and moſt profligate Hereticks, but e- 
ven of the very Heathens, and make uſe of 
them to run down the moſt ancient and vene- | 
rable Monuments of our Religion, might eaſily 8 
raiſe a Paſſion, juſtifiable by the ſtricteſt Rules 
of Morality. Eſpecially when we find the ſame il 
| Perſon ſo reſolutely bent on doing all the Miſ- 
chief that he can, as to take not the leaſt notice 
of the anſwer, which is to be found in the 
fame place from whence he drew his Objecti- 
| | _ 
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For this Odjection is quoted by our Au | 

— from the ſecond Book of Origen againſt 

Celſus (p. 77.) and there he might have found 

this anſwer too, that they were the Hereticts, 

the Marcionites, the Valentinians, and the Ly- 
cianiſts ( ſome of whom alſo * [reneus and l. 1. 
u 7 adi poſitively accuſe of the ſame 7 . 
Tricks) who were guilty of theſe Prevaricati- wee 5 
ons. For which the Catholicks were no more 4. 4. 6. S - 
anſwerable than the Church of England was ; 5 
for the Murther of King Charles the Firſt. 


VII. To Celſus, in the ſame Page, our TY XIV. 
thor joins the Manicheans (fitly enough I con- 
feſs) who ſhew'd other Scriptures and deny'd the 5 
| * of the whole New Teſtament. 
' Whither will not Men go, or what will they : 
not do, to ſerve a Deſign? He knows, or at 
leaſt might know, that the Manicheans were as 
extravagant and whimſical a fort of Herericks | | 
as any that troubled the Chriſtian Church. 
They held, as  Epiphanius informs us, — Here. 
there were two Supreme Gods, the one, a good, the 66. 
other, a bad one; that they were always at Mar 
with one another; that Manes was the Holy Ghoſt ; - 
that the Souls of Men, after their deceaſe, ſbould 
paſs into the Bodies of ſuch Beaſts as they bad eaten _ 
when they were alive, or be united to thoſe Trees 
which they bad planted; that the Sun and Moon 
were Ships, which convey'd the faithful of their 
Se to Heaven, and that the Light of the Mook 
2 on the number of the Souls in it, which, 
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| R, Celſas does not charge all, but only /ome of the 
Chriſtians with thoſe Practices ; and Origen tells us who 
moſe ſome Were. 


E 4 ei 


» — 
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ho 2 was full, ſbe emptied into the Sow by 

degrees, and ſo grew dark again. Theſe things 

they believ'd, or at leaſt maintain'd, with 

twenty more of as abſurd a Nature. And 

now, I pray, what does the Opinion, which = he 

luch as theſe had of the Canon, Ggnify ? They wt 

could find nothing in the Books of the Catho- Wt out 

, | licks, wherewith to juſtify their Notions, and 

8. Avg. therefore * rejected their Authority, and made 

s 225 uſe of others for their peculiar Doctrines. 1 

8 ö Our Aufhor might as well have ſer up the 

8 Alcboran in oppoſition to the New Te/tament, Wl 

and for fo dojng have alleg'd the Judgment Wil an 

and Teſtimony of the Turks. For laying aſide 

the Name, they ſcem to be every jot as good | 

_ Chriſtians as the Manicheans. : 

Here our Author brings in two Paſſages from {3 

Fan the Manichee, to ſnew that he and thoſe | 

of his Set rejected the whole New Teſſament. 

That they did ſo in effect, is evident and un- 

doubted; for they made it of no Authority, by 

_ to be concluded by Arguments drawn 

from thence, pretending that it contain'd many | 

Errors, which had been foiſted into the ſeveral 
Books thereof, by the Tricks and Cheats of ſfuc- | 

 ceeding Ages, long aſter the Deaths of the a- 

poſtles. They majntain'd it was full of Corrup- i 

' 5 6s u. tons and Falfi ficatioas. And therefore Fauſius 

1 | boalls that the Manichean Faith alone ſecu- 

: gens " red the Profeſſors thereof from all danger of 

' Fauitus, Hereſy, by inſtructing them not to believe ever 

18. c. 3. thing which was written in the Name of our a= 

viour, but to try whether what they read to have 

been taught by him, was really true, ſound and un= | 

corrupted.” For (as he |: on) there are many 

Tarer 
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Tarts mingled with the heat, which an = 0 

| during the times of Night and Darkneſs, has ſown 

| and ſcattered in almoſt all the Scriptures, for the 

inſecting and poiſoning the good Seed. And again, e 

z he asks the Catholicks, I Hat reaſon they . 1 32. 6 * 

to think it ſtrange, if he, ſelecting thoſe Paſſages 1- 

W out of the New Teſtament, that were moſt pure, 

aud conduc'd to his Salvation, ſhould fli.g away 

= 4] the reſt, which had been fraudulently eee . 

= ::10 it by their Predeceſſors and ſullied the Native 

== Beauty and Majeſty of the Truth? This was their 

WW conſtant Practice; when they were preſs'd with 

any Texts, which they could not reconcile to 

their fond Opinions, they without more ado 

| lighted their Authority, affirming the Teſti e 

monies produc'd againſt them, were forg'd and _ 

vo part of the Doctrine deliver'd by our Bleſſed | 

Lord and his Apoſtles. And therefore St. 

| Auguſtine * accules them, as receiving the l. 13. 

Scriptures only for F . ſake, while by 5: 75 1 

aſſerting them to be falſiſied and corrupted, they 3, „„ 

perfectly detracted from their Authority; that 19. — 

b, if I underſtand him aright, they pretended, 

upon occaſion to have a deference for the _ 

New Teſtament, whereas really they had none. 

For they charg'd it with Corruption, and ac- 

= knowleg'd nothing as an Article of Faith, 

purely becauſe contain'd in the Books, 5 i | 

upon the warrant thereof, but becauſe they 

judg'd it true upon other Accounts, and for TE. 

this Reaſon were willing to own that it Þ ve 4 b 45 33. 6 

© | 815 have been deliver d by Chriſt or his Diſ- 3 3. 

= ciples. 

= And 8 I readily j join with our Au- 

Fir, „and — that the Manicbees 
| — 


es "The Gn of the e 


"oat "rejefted the whole New, T, ae i ; not 

only becauſe there are ſeveral Paſſages of 

Fauſtus, which plainly intimate as much, but 

alſo becauſe St. Auguſtine himſelf ſeems clearly 

. to have underſtood them in that Senſe, For 

21 32. 4 thus we learn from him, © that theſe Here- 

5 , ticks affirm'd their Paraclet Manicheus had 
berks „e taught them, that zhe Scriptures (even. 4 the 

f cha: © Scriptures of the New Teftament, receiv'd for 
Chapter. Canonical by the Catholicks) were not the Yorks 

— the Apoſtles, but wrote by others in their Names. 

And we read again how the ſame worthy 

1 3 © Teacher had inform'd them, © that the Evan- 

wards * gelical Writings, part of which they refus'd to ad- 

end. mit, were not the Apoſiles. And accordingly we 

iſhall obſerve by and by, that this Father was ſo 

ſenſible, how far theſe miſerable Hereticks had 

been ſeduc'd in this Matter, that he thought 

ghimſelf concern'd directly to anſwer this Obje- 

ction, and prove againſt his Adverſary Fauſtus, 

that, whatever he and his Party pretended the 

| Goſpels and Epiſtles, admitted by the Catholick : 

7 Church, were Fr. and NONE: , 


= 4 That therefore we may allow our a f 
and his Objection againſt the Canon of the New = 

Teſtament, drawn from the Manicheans, all the 

fair play that can be defir'd, I ſhall ſtate the 

full Senſe thereof in the two following Pro- = 

_ poſitions. | 

46 «=: 183 The Boks 1 the New Teflament were 

Aug. a- not wrote by the Apoſtles or Apoſtolical Men, 

gain f but drawn up ſeveral Years after them out 
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( 2.) Whoever they were that drew them 
up. they falſified and corrupted the pure Do 
up; y Ts TOE P 5 5 
ctrines of Chriſtianity, by inſerting ſeveral Errors 
and Contradictions amongſt the Truth. And 
therefore the Manichees admitted the Books juit 
ſo far and in ſuch particulars as they judg'd them 
true, and rejected the reſt as of no value. 
BH This is the utmoſt force, which can be put 
into the Objection; and we'll now inquire in 
dhe next place, what St. Auguſtine return d by 
—_ _RRR_. TT: EGG EG. 
„ Firſt, then, to prove that the Writings of ß 
the New Teſtament were genuine, and that the 
| Evangeliſts and Apoſtles were the real Authors 
| of thoſe Pieces, which bear their Names, he 
thus reaſons with Fauftas and his Followers. 
es O unhappy and wretched Enemies of; .. . 
“ your own Souls! Tell me, I pray, whats. © 
| © Books can ever be judg'd authentick, if the 
Evangelical, if the Apoſtolical Writings 
e don't deſerve to be fo efteem'd? How can 
| © we be ever certain of the Author of any 
| © Treatiſe in the World, if thoſe Writings, 
„ which the Church, planted by the Apoſtles 
e in all Nations, affirms and maintains ro be 
( theirs, may yet be rejected as falſe and ſup- 
= © poſititious; and inſtead thereof, others be 
F receiv'd as really Apoſtolical, which were 
© firſt brought to light by Hereticks, whole 
e very Maſters, from whom they take their 
' Denominations, did not live till long after 
© the Apoſtles, and yet pretend to have known 
better than the univerſal Church, what W ri- 
_ © tings thoſe firſt Preachers of our Religion, left 
* behind them? Conſider the Caſe ot ſeveral 
ES e 
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Ane 


be 


Pieces publiſh'd about Secular and Human 
Learning. There are many of this ſort, 
e which appear under great Names, that are 
6 July rejected by the judicious, becauſe 
“ they are by no means conſiſtent with the Style 
e and Genius of them, whoſe Names they 
„ afſume; or have never, by ſuch as were ca- 
s pable of knowing, beendeclar'd and acknow- 
„ ledg'd to be the geunine Works of thoſe to 
 «. whom they are aſcrib'd by the Ignorant. Do 
0 not Phyſicians, for Example's fake, reject the 
Authority of divers Treatiſes, which fly a= 
s broad under the Name of Hippocrates? And 
though there may perhaps be /ome reſem- | 
„ blance in Thought and Expreſſion, yet not- 
* withſtanding that, they condemn them as ſpu- i} 
* rious, becauſe they fall ſhort of the real Per- 
formances of that great Man, and have no ſu- 
“ ficient Evidence to prove their being Ge- 
e nuine. And for thoſe, which are indeed his 
Works, whence is it that the Learned con- 
„. clude they belong to him, whence is it that 
4 thoſe, who ſhould queſtion the fame, would 
s be laugh'd at, not refuted, but only becauſe *! 
ia conſtant Tradition, from his Age down to ü 
e the preſent Days, has atteſted them? And he 
| © that ſhould pretend to doubt of a Matter, 
. © eſtabliſh'd by the continu'd Succeſſion of fo 
long a time, would be accounted mad or di- 
“e ſtrated. Whence do Men learn that the 
“ Booksof Plato, Ariſtotle, Cicero, Varro, and 
* other Authors, are indeed of their compoſing, 
s but becauſe they are ſo inform'd by the Te- 
“ ſtimonies of ſeveral Ages, ſucceeding and fol- 
lowing one another? Many too have wrote 
ee Woe pt or Og “largely 
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< largely concerning Eccleſiaſtical Affairs, not 


cc jndeed with Canonical Authority, but with a 


« defire of profiting others or themſelves. How 
cc know we to whom any of theſe Diſcourſes is 
c to be aſſign'd, but only from hence that their 
cc reſpective Authors acquainted others with _ 
c what they wrote at the time when they firſt 
“ publiſh'd the ſame, from whom it has been 
* convey'd by ſeveral hands ſucceſſively to the 
_ © preſent time, ſo that, without any doubting 
s or heſitation we can, when examin'd con- 

“ cerning any particular Diſcourſe, tell pre- 

&« {ently what to anſwer? But why do I inſiſt 


q | © upon things long ſince paſt? Conſider what 
dis now betore us. Behold here the Treatiſe 
= © of Fauſtus; behold my Anſwer. If any 


„ ſhould in future times enquire, which way 
they might be aſſur'd, that I wrote the one, 
e and Fauſtus the other, how could they be in- 
“ form'd of the Truth, but only by appealing 
to the Tradition, which had, from thole who 
_ © were our Contemporaries and knew what we 
did, been tranſmitted to Poſterity? Since 
then the caſe is plain and evident, and e- 
© ſteem'd fo by all the World, in other Wri- 
“ rings, why ſhould it not be ſo in thbſe of the 
© Apoftles? Who is there fo blinded with 
_ < Madneſs, and poſſeſs'd with the Malice of de- 
ceiving and lying Devils, as to affirm that the 
Church has not the ſame ſecurity for the 
Books, which ſhe receives ? Can we imagine, 
* that ſo many Witneſſes of the greateſt Faith- 
fulneſs and Integrity, that ſuch an unanimous | 
number of Brethren in all Places, agreeing 
in the ſame Aſſertions, ſhould conſpire to im- 
"6" pole - 
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N upon the World with falſe Pieces? Or 
that the Churches, which derive their Succeſ- 
_ © fion in a continu'd Line from the Apoſtles, 
&& ſhould not have their Books likewiſe convey- 
ed to them, with as certain and ſteady a Tra- 
dition, as is that upon which we admit Eccle- | 
& ſiaſtical or Prophane Writings? And again 
in another Place, © You that raiſe ſo many 
„ ſ{cruples about thi Authority of our Books. 


How will you juſtify the Epiſtle of Manicheus | 


ch and prove that it was wrote by him? If 
c any one ſhould contradi&t you in this matter, > 
„ and boldly affirm that it was none of his, 


but a down right Forgery, what would you | 
“ reply? Would not you be ready to laugh 


cc ax the confident Talker, would you not — 5 
„him, that it was Impudence and Dotage to 


& move any Doubts concerning that, for which 


& you had the ſucceſſive Teſtimony of ſo many 
„ Perſons from the Days of your Paraclet? 


“ And have not we the ſame too, nay one of a 


c much larger extent, for the Books of the A- 
* poſtles? If it would be ridiculous and im- 


“pertinent, to queſtion whether the Pieces of 


e your Manicheus be genuine, is it not much 


5 more ſo, to doubt of the Apoſtolical Wri- 


„s tings? And are not you to be derided, or 


“ rather to be pitied, who raiſe ſo many diff ns 


C. culties about them, which are eſtabliſh'd up- 
on the Authority of ſo large and diffuſive a 
“ Teſtimony, through the ſeveral Ages and 


© Places of the Church, from the Days of their 5 


< firſt Authors? 

Thus does the learned Father anſwer the 
firſt Objection, by — thoſe Grounds 
| and 


"New bo elm. 2 


brac'd the Books of the New Teftament as au- 
thentick and genuine. 

We proceed now to the ferond Objettion, 
which was, that whoever the Men were, which 
drew up the Books of the New Tefament, 


of Chriſtianity, by inſerting ſeveral Errors and 
Contradictions amongſt the Truth. Now it. 
having been already prov'd, that theſe were 


lick Men, we have nothing elſe to do but re- 
preſent the Reaſons St. Auguſtine alleges to 


W rupred, nor yet had any Errors or Contradicti- 
ons inſerted in them. 25 


thus argues, © i You pretend to prove that 
A ſanicbeus is the Paraclet or Comforter from 
ſome Paſſages in our Books, which yet you 
« ſay have been corrupted. What would you 
6 reply, if we ſhould retort the Charge upon 
© you, and affirm that you had falſified them in 


cus'd you of a thing impoſſible, becauſe the 


6 dealing by numerous and more ancient 
© Copies. We ſay the ſame too, and urge 
| © that thoſe Arguments which are alleg'd, 


< prove alſo that no Body elſe. did or could 
* corrupt them. For whoever ſhould firſt ſet 


ce futed 


Ty Kaos, upon _—_ the Catholicks em- 


they falſified and corrupted the pure Doctrines 


ſhow, that they neither were nor could be cor- 


e thoſe Particulars which concern your Para- 4 
« clet? I ſuppoſe, you'd tell us that we ac- 


© Books were in the hands of all Chriſtians be- 
© fore, and you might caſily be convid of falſe 


to ſhew you are innocent in this Matter, 


% about ſuch a thing, would quickly be con- 


really the Writings of the Apoſtles and Apoſto- 9 


That they were not falſt 2 or corrupted, . bh 0 5 
32. 
c. 16. 
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“ conſulting other en. of which there is a 
“ great multitude, diſpers'd over all Countries 
& and in all Languages: So that ſuch an at- 
* tempt would be equally filly and impoſſible. 
And that there might be no Cavil, upon the 
account of little Miſtakes to be obſerv'd in 
ſome Copies, the Father adds © For even 
„ in our Days ſome Errors of the Tranſcri- 
& bers are uſually corrected, either by the aſ- 
“ fiſtance of more ancient Books or other Lan- 
JJV 
Io this he had ſpoken more fully before, 


WIS. 


8 3 A 8 


c fore the leſs, thoſe which are moſt ancient 
to thoſe of a later date, and the original 
& Languages to all others. Thus do they pro- 


amine things with a deſire to be inſtructed, 
not merely to cavil and diſpute.  _ 
As to the Contradictions and Errors, which 
Fauſtus pretended are to be found in the New | 
Teſtament, St. Auguſtine goes through all the | 
_ Particulars of the Charge as they are urg'd by 
His Adverſary. But I ſuppoſe, it will not be 


„ ing the exactneſs of Copies, as to the vari- 
© ous Readings, which are but few in num- 
© ber and ſufficiently known to the Learned, 

e ye have recourſe to the Books of thoſe Coun- 


—— If there happen any diſpute concern- 


tries from whence we receiv'd our Copies 
and Religion together, and are willing they 
ſhould determine the Controverſy. . Or if 
there ſtill appear any difference, the greater 
number of Copies ought to be preferr'd be- 


ceed, who, when they meet with any difficul- 
ties in the Holy Scriptures, ſearch and ex- 


expected 


—— 
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expected that I ſhould do fo too, that is none 

is a of my Buſineſs. The Charge contain'd in the 
ries Paſſages, produc*'d from Fauſſus, by our Author, 

at- Nis conceiv'd in general terms, and it will be ſuffi- 
cient for me, if thereto I return the Summ of 
the Father's general Anſwer, which is eaſily 
collected from ſeveral Places, and is, in ſhort, 
ven this, that, ſince the Scriptures are Books of ſo 

cri- great Authority (that is, clearly prov'd to have 
been wrote by the Followers of our Lord, 
and by no means wilfully falſified or corrupt 
4 ed) | we ought to read them out of a Prin-, 33: © ne 
ore, ciple of Piety, not Contention; we ought to et e 
ern- uſe the greateſt Induſtry and Application in the 11. c. 2 
ari- ſtudy of them, and rather judge the Copy faul- 5, 6. 
um- ty, and the Tranſlater miſtaken; rather accuſe 
our own Dulneſs, Negligence, or want of Ap- 

un- WE prechenſion, than blame thoſe excellent and di- 

pies vine Writings, when at any time we can't un- 

F — reconcile them; un 

r if WH There remains but one Particular more to be 
ater examin'd at prelent, and that is urg'd above 
be- in the Words of the ſeventh Objection, where 
jent we are told that the Manicheans, not only de- 

* ny'd the Genuineneſs of the whole New Teſfta- 
pro-, but alſo ſhew'd other Scripture. 

cul- It is not eaſy to determine what Books are 

er- here more eſpecially deſign'd by this Expreflion. 
Perhaps our Author may intend thereby, the 


various Treatiſes publiſh'd = by Manichens, or Fpi- 

* the four Pieces, long before written by u Scy- Phan. 
bianus, who liv'd about the time of our wy 66, 

Saviour, and was indeed the firſt Author of . 2. 

moſt of the extravagant Opinions, afterwards * 

— aſſerted and maintain'd by the Ma- 

Henees. © 5 3 | . 


F But 


| 1 1 they read Apocryphal Books, drawn up 
- 5 5 by certain forgers of Tales, under the Names 


. 5 19-  ceiv'd fuch Scriptures for ſincere and genuine, 


Ad:man- they endeavour'd to ſupport thoſe erroneous 


fees. Num. 


n R 
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66 The Canon of he 
"Bur becuaſe there is place for doubting, 1 
thin it fair and reaſonable to take this Paſſage 
in ſuch a Senſe, as ſeems to me molt ſerviceable 
do the defign our Author is here carrying on, 
and ſhill therefore ſuppoſe he eſpecially intend- 
ed ſome Books, that were ſpread abroad in the 
 Apoitles Names, diſtinct from thoſe acknow- 
. by Catholicks, which are all compre- 
hended in the New Teſtament. 
That the Marichees had ſuch Pieces i is ſuffici- 
» _ ently evident from St. Auguſtine, who tells us 


Fauſtus. of the Apoſtles. And again, F that they re- 
fer offs l as were rejected by the Eccleſiaſtical Canon. | 
44 6 $5 Such Se therefore theſe Hereticks cer- 
1.33.46 tainly had, different from thoſe of the Catho- 
3 lick Church; and by the aſſiſtance of them, 
Len, 6. and falſe Doctrines, which they embrac'd. 
. — But before I proceed any further, I think my 

_ Of Here- ſelf here oblig'd ro take notice, that our Au- 
"thor 1 in his Catalogue, mentions an Epiſtle of 8 
4.20. Chriſt to Peter aud Paul, and vouches tor it the 
twenty eighth Book of St. Augu/tine againſt 
Fauſtus, Chapter the thirteenth : Which may 
_ perhaps make the unwary Reader believe, that 
ſuch an Epiſtle is there fer down, as part of 

: ths Scripture receiv'd by, and peculiar dos: the | 
Manichees. 3 
But J muſt tell kin. (19 T has there are but b 
foe Chapters in all the zwenty eighth Book, 3 
and theretore the citing 'the rhirteenth is a 

| Miſtake. (2.) In the fourth Chapter, where 
the F _ 0 ſpeaks of an . of our Saviour, 
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there 15 not one word to intimate that it was 
wrote, or pretended to be wrote, to the two 


Apoſtles above-mention'd. (3 Neither in- 


decd could there be. For it will he evident = 


to any one, who ſhall ſeriouſly c. uſider the 
place, that St. Augu/tine is there aryuins againſt 

the Manichees for pretending they would rather 

of Chriſt concerning. „„ 
To v hich, ONS. 
the Father replies, that “ Our Saviour wrote. : 

« nothing, and therefore, if web believe any 


himſelf than any of his Apottles. 


“ Relations concerning him at all, we muſt bes- 


e lieve thoſe which were drawn up by his Dif- 

“ ciples; that if any Epiſtle or other Piece 
« ſhould be now produc” 'd in his Name, Men 

« would preſently enquire, how ir came to lie 
« hid all this while, who it was that firſt 


« brought it to light, whence it was that it had 958 


| « not been before acknowleg d, read, cele- 

* brated every where in the Church, from _ 
Days of the Apoſtles? And that therefore 

© it would be a prodigious want of Conſidera- 
tion to admit that for an Epiſtle of Chriſt, 

4 which a Minichee ſhouid perhaps pretend ſo 

& to be at this time of day, and not aſſent to 

M © thoſe things as done or fad by him which „ 
are related by St. Matthew, &c. M hence it 
is apparent, that the Mazichees had not act & 
produc'd any Writings in the Name of our _ 

| Saviour ar that time; and if they had, the ſame 
Argument would have overthrown them, which ; 

St. Auguſtine urges againſt thoſe Pieces which 
ere ſhelter'd under the Titles of the Apoſtles. 

For certainly, as he tells Fauſtus, If their 

© Writings had been genuine, it they had taught 


c 


3 


cc 


** 


WP nothing but what was agreeable tothe Truth, 


Cs wy 


ILY 
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&« r they would have been own'd and ac- | 


2 1 « knowledg'd by thoſe holy and learned Men, 


vo liv'd in the days of their pretended Au- 
cc thors, and been by them and ſuccecding Ages 


cc receiv'd among the Books, which were ac- 
& counted Canonical, and ſubmitted to as an 
ce infallible Rule of Faith and Manners. To this 


= . 28. c. 


effect he preſſes theſe Hereticks in one place; 5 


and in * another he thus beſpeaks them, 


You produce a Book perhaps, which bears the Nie 0 


of one of the Apoſtles, abo were really choſen by our 
Tora, where you read that Chriſt was not born of a 
= Virgin. I is undoubted that either your Goſpel or 


ours muſt be falſe, and which do you think in your 


Conſciences it is moſt reaſonable to believe? Shall 
not ] aſſent to a Book, which the Church that 
_  epas begun hy Chriſt, and carried on every where 
By his Apoſtles in a certain order of Succeſſion to 
theſe days, has receiv'd and preſerv'd from the be- 
nAinning? Or hall I give credit 20 4 Piece pro- 
Auc'd by you, which the ſame Church rejects as 
uꝛtterly unknown to her, and was at firfs brought 


er], 13. c. 


to the public View, * by Men ſo few in number, 


if compar'd with the whole Body of Chriſtians, ll 
aud of % little veracity, as that they are not a- 
| ſham'd to charge our great 2 linge, with ” 


- falſnood and deceiving ? 


: of the Argument againſt the Canon of the New 4 


And thus I have gone thro” all the Parts + 


Teſtament, drawn from the Opinions and Pra- 
Qliices of the Manichees, and furniſh'd the Rea= | 
der with the Anſwers, which St. Auguſtine Þ 
gives to every Branch thereof. This our Au- 


thor, if he had ſo pleas'd, might have done be- : 


fore me; for the Replics are found in the ve 


ſame Treatiſe from which he fetch d his Ob- f 
a jections. 


ching to it. 


—  -—— — — 
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jections. And I ſhall appeal to himſelf whether 


this be an ingenuous and fair way of proceed- 
ing, to revive an old weather-beaten Cavil, 

and furbiſh it up with a great deal of Pomp 
and Oſtentation, as if it was able to run down 

a whole Army of Oppoſers, when yet he nei- 
ther was nor could be ignorant, how all the 
force of it had been ſharter'd and broken in 
pieces above a thouland Years before he was 


born. 


But perhaps our Author will tell me, as he 
does Mr. Blackall in the caſe of the Eikon Bafi- 

like, that he is of another Opinion, that he 

knew of theſe Anſwers indeed well enough ben 

fore, but paſſed them over in filence, becauſe 

he judg'd them inſufficient. If he'll venture 


his Reputation on ſuch a Reply, I cannot help 85 


it; tho' I wou'd adviſe him as a Friend, to of- 


fer any thing elſe rather for his Juſtification. Y 


For the World will not twice be impos'd up- 

on by the ſame Trick; and fince, for inſtance, 

after all his labour and ſhuffling, the Teſti- ue ble. 

monies of Mrs. Gauden and Dr. Valter will Doves . 

of the 

Findicati- = 

| ny VCC 
ſurly and ill-natur'd, as to think, that it is Charles 


not be reconcil'd, which he had pretended might 
be done with a wet Finger, Men will be fo 


ſomething elſe, and not the weakneſs of an he Alart. 


Argument, or Anſwer, that makes him ſay no- P. 4453 MW 


remark how upon this occaſion we are told 


(p. 63.) that the Adverſaries of the Manicheans - 
ad power enough to be counted Orthodox. And 
8 Was there indeed no difference, good Sir, be- 


tween the two Parties, but that? Do you in- 


dee believe the Manichean Doctrine was true? 


But to let that paſs at preſent, I proceed to 


» — 


—— —— 


D -. --. #@ CANON of the 
Do you believe the Exiſtence of two Supream 
| Gods, a Good one and a Bad? Do you be- 
lieve the Tranſmigration of Souls, and the o- 
ther Whimſies which were aſſerted by thoſe 
brainſick Hereticks? If you do, ſpeak out, and 
then we /hall know (as you expreſs. it, p. 49.) 
qvhere to have you, and how to deal with you. If 
you do not, is not this an excellent and very 
commendable way of proceeding, to endeavour 
to draw your Readcis to believe that of which 
you believe nothing your ſelf; and to perſuade 
them that it was nothing but Power, which di- 
ſtingu ſ'd the Catholicłs from the Manicheans, 
and made them be accounted Orthodox. This 
is the cternal Clamour of this kind of Men. 
They bear the World in hand that it is only 
Power and Intereit, which keeps us in the ac- 
 knowledgement of the Catholick Doctrine, and 
if it was not for that, they fay we would quick- 
ly forſake it. But, pray, Sir, (not to inſiſt 
nov upon the Fury and Violence of the Arians) 
what Power had the Catholicks in the fixſt 300 
Years? What Force had they then to compel 
Men to embrace their Doctrine, when they lay 
under the ſharpeſt Perſecutions, and were con- 
ſtantly expos'd to the Fire, to the Sword, and 
do other ſevere Tortures, tchemſelves? And 
| yer, even then, they ſtood up ſtoutly for the 
Truth, and inflicted Eccleſiaſtical Cenſures on 
thoſe Hergticks who corrupted the Faith, and | 
met together in Councils, to condemn their | 
. erroneous Opinions, even at the Peril of their 
Lives. This they did in the caſe of Paulus Sa- 
moſatenus, Biſhop of Antioch. They held twa Þ| 
Councils there upon his account; the Biſhops, | 
when they heard his Opinion, that he aſſerted 
VF e „„ 
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Jeſus Chrif to be no more than a mere Mi 
came together from ſeveral Parts, as againſt a 
Spoiler and Deſtroyer of our Lord's Flock (fo 


e o- 
10ſec Euſebius a tells us) and, having firſt condemn- * Feel. 
and ed his Doctrine, they afterwards depos'd him . . 7. 
49.) and ſubſtituted another in his Tee: Though © 

K he kept Poſſeſſion of the Epiſcopal Chair and 


ich Zenobia Queen of Palmyra. And here I hope 

ade (what our Author in his fleering way cals) 

di- Orthedoxy and Power were not on the ſame 

n, WW fide. Nevertheleſs the Fathers did not flinch | 

his for the matter, but tho' Zencbia aſſerted the 

en. Cauſe of Paulus, yet they refus'd to Communi- 

nly cate with him as being a Convict Heretick, af. 5 

ac- der they had — PAD him lo to be. - 

and 

ck VIII. We are told (9. 64 ) that the Ebio- xvl. 
ſiſt nites or Nazarens (who were "he oldeft Chriſti. 
as) ang had a different Copy of St. Matthews G . 
oQ pel; that the Marcionites had a very different 
Del one of St. Luke's; that St. John's Goſpel was 
ay Wl tiributed to Cerinthus, and all the Epiſtles of 
n- St. Paul deny'd by ſome, and a afferent C: 23 of 5 
nd them ſhewn by others. ol 
nd Our Author has here jumbled a great many _ 
he Hereicks together, and one Anſwer might 
on ſerve them all, by referring to what has been 

nd already ſaid by way of reply to the fourth Ob- 

ar | jection (p. 36, Cc.) But I ſhall diſtinguith, and 

ir give a different account of them ſeverally, that 

a= lo we may underſtand how far each of them 
70. proceeded, and with what they are juſtly charge- 

'Y able, and ſo give every one a ſeparate Anſwer. 


Houſe for three Years after the Sentence (as 
the Learned inform us) by the aſſiſtance of 


. tells us, that the Ebionites or N azarens Were 


F 4 * : "20e 
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* 10 Chr; gians. Well lay hs News of 
EFlionites aſide for a while, and ſhall grant what 
he ſays concerning the Nazarens; for that in- 
deed was the common Appellation given by 
the Jews at firſt to all Chriftians. For thus we 
find Tertallus acculing St. Paul (As 24. J.) as 
a Ring-leader of the Sect of the Nazarens. But 
afterwards this Title was appropriated to a 
particular F aclion. Before the Deſtruction of 


Aus, ) all rhe Chriſtians, who were there, being 
- admoniſh'd from above, retir'd to Pella, a City 
. beyond Jordan, and by that means eſcap'd 
thoſe horrible Plagues, which fell upon the reſt 
of their Countreymen. After the departure of 

the Roman Army, the greateſt part return'd 


0 rie Deſtruction of Jeruſalem by Titus, Simeon, Son of 
Cleo has, was choſen Succeſſor to St. James in that See; 
Which is an Evidence that the main Body of Chriſtians 
were return'd into thoſe Parts For we may be ſure 
the Shepherd was not far from his Flock, and the Bi- 
ſhops had not only their Title from, but alſo their Re- 
1 fidence in, Jeruſalem, cy lege , as both Euſebius 
(01. 3. c. 35.4. 4. c. 5) and Epiphanius (Hæreſ. 66. n. 20.) 
teach us. And therefore I wonder that Monſieur Va- 
lois (in his Notes on Euſebius, 1. 4. c. 6.) ſhould place 
the Epiſcopal Seat, afier Jeruſalem was taken, at Pel- 
la, and vouch Euſebius for it too, who delivers the 
direct contrary, as well as Epiphanins. This Critick 


of the Chriſtians erected on Mount Olivet (Treat. of 


„„ 


Feraſalem, (as b Enſebius and © Epiphanius tell 


to Fer uſalem, as we are expreſly inform'd by 
e and A un from- 7 3 


+We read in this Hiftrkin a. 3. c. 11 * that after 


indeed telis us, from Joſephus, that Jeruſalem was level- 
led by Titus, and Epiphanius alſo tells us the ſame. But 
then the Father adds, that when Adrian the Emperor 
came thither, he found ſome Houſes and a little Church 


Weights and Meaf. Sect. 14.) which would make the * 
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and there continu d under the 883 * 
W che Biſhops of that Church; the Succeſſion of 
| whom we have ſet down by Epiphanius, from e Her. 66. A 
St. James the Apoſtle to his own time. Thoſe n. 20. 
Chriſtians which ſtay'd behind at Pella, were 
ever after, f as the ſame Author informs us, Her. 29. - 
| call'd Nazarens, and differ'd from the Catho- ”: > ag 
licks in this, that they thought themſelves ſtill 
oblig'd ro Circumciſion and all the Rites and 
Ceremonies of the Moſaical Law. Out s ofs Epiph. 
them ſprang the Ebionites, who as we learn Her. 30. 
from h Euſebius, were of two forts; one of | * we 
them affirm'd that our Saviour was really the * 5 e 
Son of Joſeph, born of him and Mary, as other Ses „% 
Men us d to be of their Parents. The other Origen — 
atſſerted his miraculous Incarnation from a Vir- gon . 

, tus, L- 
gin, and yet maintain'd, that he was a mere; 7 275. 
Man, abſolutely denying his Divinity. We 185 
ſee then, how our Author equivocated when he VV 
told us * the Mareen, were ed _ . „„ ll 


— 2 5 8 


| ſufficient fob hn of. 2 dis, in thoſe * 8 

of Poverty and Perſecution. To which may be added, 
that Joſephus himſelf relates, in his ſeventh Book of the 1 
Wars of the Jews, (c. 18, 19.) that tho Titus lay d the 
reſt of the City even with the Ground, yet he left ſo 
much of the Weſt Part thereof ſtanding, as ſetvd for 
the Lodging of a Garriſon. Near which, there can be 
no queſtion, but other Habitations would, in a ſhort 
time, be built, if none remain'd void for them, both by 
Jews and Chrifians. And that this was actually ſo, ap- * _ 
pears not only from the Place laſt cited out of Epipha 
_ its, but alſo from Euſebius too, who tells us (4. 4.6. 

6.) that Adrian emptied Jeruſalem of its ancient Inha=- 

bitants the Jews, and drove them quite out of the 

Countrey. Whence it is evident, that ſome of them 

dwelt there till that time. 

* Of the Nararens mention'd in the Acts, St. Paul 

was ſaid to be a Ring- leader. But theſe Naxarens, of 


Thoſe 


— _ 


et 1 


5 


T boſe indeed whom 7. ertullus, in the Acts, call d 
by that Name, were fo; but not thoſe, among 
whom the Ebionites (fo ſtyl'd in the moſt uſual 


ſenſe of the Word) ſprung up, and who join'd 


with one or other part of this Sect, and there- 
fore, as Euſebius, in the place now quoted, tells 
us, were all call'd promiſcuouſly by that Name; 
tho' the more moderate ſort were + alſo often 


Call'd only Nazarens. Theſe ſtill adhering ro 


the Jewiſh Law, as we above obſerv'd, i reje- 
fed all the Epistles of St. Paul, calling him an 


 Apoſtate and Deſerter, and receiv'd only the 
| 2 T Goſpel accor ding to the Hebrews, | fli ghti n g all 
the reſt, as Euſebius there farther relates. The 


which we are here ſpeaking, deteſted him as an Apo- 


3 
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1 Both forts of Ebianites, as Euſebius tells us (1. 3. e. 
2790 adhered to the Inſtitutions of the Law of Moſes, 
and fo ſays Epiphanius (Hæreſ. 29. u. 7.) did the Naza- 
rens, among whom the ſame Author acknowledges (Ha- 
reſ. 30. u. 1,2.) the Ebionites iprang up and took from 
them, ſome of their Opinions. Tis plain therefore that 
the Nazarens (who agreed with them in many of their 
Do ctrines) were one ſort of the Ebionites, ſince elſe we 
cannot make two. Epiphanius indeed ſeems to ſay (Ha- 
reſ. 19. n. 7.) that the Nazazens receiv'd all the New as 
well as the Old Ieſtament. But he owns there, that he 


had not a perfect account of their Tenets, and tis evi- 
dent he was miſtaken in this particular. For fince he af- 
firms in the ſame place, that they ſtrictly adher'd to the 
 Moſaical Law, they muſt reject the Epiſtles of St. Paul, 


which, declar'd againſt the Obligation thereof. And that 
there-were two ſorts of Ebionites, which agreed in this 
matter, Origen (1. 5. againſt Celſus p. 272, 274.) affirms, 


as well as Fuſebius; and allo tells us betore (7. 2. p. 46.) 


that the Jews call'd all thoſe, who cleaving ſtill to then 
Rites and Ceremonies, own'd Jeſus for their Meſſiah, 


Ebionites, And therefore ſince the Nazarens did fo, 
they were undoubtedly ſometimes calld by that Name, 


as well as other times by that of Nazarens. 


2 AER Ae 


9 1 8 — 7 — 19099 


Goſpel according to the Hebrews was, as we 


with ſeveral Interpolations and Additions of , 


perly call'd Ehionites, corrupted the Goſpel of 
St. Matthew in ſeveral Particulars, took away 
the Genealogy of our Saviour, and alter'd it 


Moſes and Joſhua of the Old Teflament, reje- 
Qing all the Prophets, deriding and curſing 
= Did and Solomon, Elijah, Eliſha, Eſay, Fere- 
u and the reſt, wherein they were perfectly 
diſtinguiſh'd from the Nazarens, who own'd. 
and elteem d them all. However both Parties, Es 
as we have ſeen, agreed i in this, that they reje- 
Fed all St. Pauls Epiſtles, deſpis'd all the o- 
ther Goſpels, and receiv'd only that of St. 
Matthew, which they had more or leſs alter d 
with their Interpolations. _ 
And now are not theſe excellent Wines 
W for our Author againſt the cſtabliſh'd Canon? 


we have under St. Paul's Name, are falſly aſ- 
crib'd to him, who (as we above obſerv'd) in? 
Lo — * Fal . as a en, 7 


— 0 — — 
„ 
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"+ 1 in the SA juſt 1 it tells _ 
that they had the Goſpel, according to St. Matthew, 
compleat and entire; therefore it was neither mutilated 


tions ſeveral Hiſtorical Paſſages that are not in our Gor 
el; RERCE: it Wa wy made additions. 


3 of 
6, 


| may learn from k Epiphanius and i St. Jerome, Hareſ. 
the Goſpel, of St. Matthew i In Hebrew, but y vet gk ”. 9. 


their own, + though wichout making any al- g gians ER 
terations in what they found in the authentick i the be- 
Copies before. The other Party, more pro- — 


in other Paſſages, as m Epiphanius teaches us. * more 
Beſides, they only admitted the Books of 3% x. ==” 


Do not they effectually prove, that the Epiftles, 


nor corrupted. And St. Jerome in divers places men- 


e 


of che Law, as a Cheat r Impoſtor ; and in 
contempt, as Epiphanin: farther remarks, us'd 


to call him, #he Man of Tarſus, and would need; 

| Have him, tho' born a Few, to be a Gentil: 
Proſelyte. They rejected not the Epiſtles, but 

becauſe they or cxavand the Apoltic himſelt and 

his Doctrine. | 


| = Origen | 
in Euſeb. 
J. 6. c. 38. 
o Her. 53. 
_ and 19. 

— 9 


Of the ſame Kidney with theſe were a the 
Eleſaites, a fantaſtical and craz'd Sect, who, as 
o Epiphanius tells us, did in his time worſhi 
two Women, deſcended from their Founder, 
for Goddeſſes; affirming alſo the Holy Ghoft 


to be the Siſter of Fe/us Chriſt, and that both 


of them had Bodies fourſcore and ſixteen Miles 


» . He- 


ye. 19.8. 
„ 


35 8.3. 


: e Þ 
Cellſus l. 
3. N 274. 
1 Epiph. 
| Her. * 
3 9. Ty 2 


=” height, and twenty four broad. The Au- 


thor of this ? Hereſy join'd himſelt to the E- 
bionites, and therefore in rejecting the Wri- 
tings of St. Paul, tis evident they proceeded 

upon the ſame Principles with the reſt of that 


: | Faction. So likewiſe did that Party of the 


4 Encratites, who were call'd Severians, and 


:  believ'd r the Vine to have been begotten of 
the Earth by the Devil, in the form of a Ser- 


pent, whoſe windings and turnings they pre- 
tended to be fepreſented by the twiſtings of 


that Plant, and the drops of Poiſon by the 
| Grapes. They aſcrib'd alſo the Production of 
Women entirely to the wicked Spirit, but in 


Men they faid the upper half was the Work 
. 4. c. of the good God. Theſe, as Euſebius in- 


forms us, curs'd the Apoltle, and ablolutely 3 


denied to receive what he wrote. But nei- 


ther they, nor the Elc/aites will do our Au- 
thors Cauſe any Service, though we ſhould 


| ſuppoſe them to have been Perſons of as great 


Senſe and Underſtanding, as they really were 


of 


— 
nd in 
3 0 
1ecds 
utile 
but 


- and : 


the 
5 48 
{hi; 
rn, 
hoſt 
oth 
liles 
Au- 
> 
Vri- | 


ded 
that 
the 
and 
| of 
der- 


bre- 


; of | 


the 
1 of 


ork | 
in- 
ely 
ei- 
Was above obſery d) of what St. Mattheu 
wrote, but only the addition of ſome Hiſtori- 


Au- 
uld 


eat 


cre 


of 
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f Ignorance and Folly. 
he Epiſtles which we aſcribe to St. Paul, be- 
auſc they did not think them genuine, or be- 
or that very Reaſon rejected them, even becauſe 
which he taught, nor ſubmit to his Authority. 


oo, I may think my ſelf oblig'd to defend our 


vhom we are now conſidering. 


Copies of St. Matthew, which any of them 


upon as, Authentick. 


For they ard not 


jev'd they had been forg'd by others in his b 
be. allow'd them to be his, and 


Vhen our Author tells the World he does ſo 


K preſent, my Bufinets is only to aſſert that 
ur Canon is genuine, and the Books, which 
Ve receive, the true Writings of thoſe to 

hom they are aſcrib'd. This none of the 
WE //0:ires, or their Party denied, but they en- 

deavour'd to run down the A riters themſelves 3 3 
and ſince they had ſo little Chriſtianity as to 
attempt that, I think, I may ſafely ſay, there 
can be no difficulty in determining Whether de 


hey would not be concluded by any thing ©: 55 


Nei. gion againſt him, and thoſe Judiazers, 


kept, or that which was preſerv'd by the whole 
Cathulick Church beſides, 3 to be look d 8 


However we muſt diſtinguiſh SE 88 5 


Copy was juſtly ſtyl'd ſpurious. 


the C opy of the Nazarens, and of the Ebionites, 
ſtrictly fo call'd. The latter had corrupted 
and alter'd and interpolated the Goſpel ac- 
cording to St. Matthew, and therefore their 
But the Goſ- 


pel according to the Hebrews, which the Na- 


⁊arens embrac'd, contain'd no Alterations (as 


cal Paſſages that * been gather ' d from oral 


Information 


_ n lien. 

. 4 9 
_ Epiphan. 
Hereſ. 42. 


—— u —ä— . — . 


The Canon of the 


| Caule not the Work of the A poſtle, as appears 5 
from all the Copies of the Galen but they 
might deſerve the Name of Eccleſiaſtical Hiſto- 
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Tertull. 


: againſt 
_ Marcion, 
--M $. © $0; 


5 1 or Tradition, and were added i in 
their proper Places, to preſerve them and make 
the Story more full and compleat. Several of 
| theſe might probably be true, and therefore, | 
when not pretended to be wrote by Sr. Mat. 
thew, ought not to be call'd ſpurious or a for- 


gery. Canonical indeed they were not, be- | 


2, and under that Notion be quoted (with F 
_ Caution) as well as any other Writing « of that ne 
ns Nature. x 3 5 5 
It follows, the Marcionites had a very diffe = | 1 
rent Copy of St. Luke. No doubt of it. Hie oe 
might have added too, that theſe were the v. 
Men, n who ſbew'd a different Copy of moſt f n. 
St. Paul's Epiſtles, that is, of ſuch as they al- th. 
low'd; | ® for they rejected thoſe to Timothy th, 
and Titus, And there was good Reaſon for th. 
what they did. Since they held that there were ¶ th 
two Gods, one of the Old Teſtament and ano- ce 
ther of the New; that the former made the 0 
World, and was the cauſe of all Wars and . B. 
Contentions; that Jeſus Chriſt was the Son of Wl pl 
the other, and (ent bd his F ather ro overthrow & 
LES 1 3 410 rells us 8 Sci 1 d the 4 5 
_ Epiſtle to the Hebrews; but he ought not to be charg d 6 
with that as a Crime, becauſe it was not then generaiy i 
admitted by all the Catholicks, and therefore Tertullian th 
remarks only that he did not receive the two Epiities WF Ir 
to Timothy and that to Titus. What Opinion this He- F. 
retick had of the other three Goſpeh, and of the Ca- 
nonical Epiſtles, does not belong to my preſent buſi- 
neſs, which is only to follow my Author, whither be 
leads me. = 47 


4 


ard] 
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and deſtroy all the Works of the Old-Tefa- 
ment-God; with more ſuch ſtuff, as we may 
read! in P Venæus, q T ertullian and * Epipbanins, p 5 I. c. 


Goſpels pony Epiſtles, at Joſs till they had 42 caing : 
chang'd and alter'd them? Since there is no-: ben. i 
thing in them, which eſftabl:ſhes, but many 42. 
Paſſages which overthrow their fond and leud 
Opinions. Jreneus and Tertullian therefore 
proceeded rationally in appealing to all the 
Churches in the World againſt them. The for= 
mer urges that the Niſciples of our Lord raught 
do ſuch Doctrines, either in the Churches, 3. "= 
= which they founded, or * yet in thoſe Wri- 4 5 
tings, which they left behind them, andu which 5; # 4 


= whole Body of Chriſtians. The Jatier preſſes 53. 
mem to conſult - the Apoſtolick Churches and * l. 4, 
W thoſe that held Communion with them, and . * 
then tell him, in which of them, zho/e Herefees . 1 
W that Marcion maintain'd, or thoſe Scriptures, of pr- 
chat he had alter'd and corrupted, were embra- riot. c. 


See this 
W Catholick's Copics were all the fame, as to the, proſecuted 


places he had corrupted ; the Catholick Do- large here- 
ctrines were all the ſame, and none agreed with . 5 

Mircion, and therefore theſe Fathers conclu- 
ded, as juſtly they might (eſpecially being no 
„ farther remov'd from the Apoſtles themſelves, 
alan than the ſecond Century) that the Cheat and 
piitics Impoſture lay on che de of Mar cion and his 5 


s He- Followers. 
e Ca- 


buti- 
Ko = Our Author TEES St. John' 5 Goſpel Was XVIII. 
4 = ###ributed ro Cerinthus, This we contels i is very 


true, 


were preſerv'd entire to all the World, by the à . 4. 6. 72% 


ced. The contrary to all this was evident. The 3733. 36. Fn 


Books the Heretick rejected, as well as to the more at 9 


— 


80 h 
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y Hereſ. 
31.8. 3. 


and would not allow what St. Jobn writes in 
; the 8 of his Goſpel to be true con- 


not the face openly to appear againſt what was 
taught by an Apoſtle, they bring ſeveral Ob- 
jections to ſhew chat it was none of his (which 
Epiphanius anſwers at large) and after all, 
would have it fix'd on the Heretick rh 
But they were very abſurd in ſo doing, as the 


1 
Cerintbus, which do in direct terms contradict | 
his Doctrine? He aſſerted Jeſus Chrift to be a 


a4fferts him to be the Word, which was from Eter- 
nity, which came down from Heaven, and was 
made fleſh for our ſakes. Cerinthus therefore 
Was not, could not be the Author, unleſs we'll 

| ſuppoſe, that he forg'd a Goſpel under the 
Name of an Apoſtle, on purpoſe to overthrow | 
what himſelf taught and maintain'd every 
FPhere. We ſee then that St. John's Title not- 
withſtanding what has been ſaid, remains 
firm and unſhaken; and it will be further 
ſtrengthened, if we conſider that lreneus (l. 3. 


. 5 


5 1 Ca: 


tal. of Ec- rors of Cerinthus. And the ſame alſo is affirm- | 
cleſiaſtical ed by St. > Jerome, who tells us, that upon the 
Writers in defire of the Afan Biſhops St. John wrote his 


St. John 
the Apo- 


file, 8 


pbhanius by fome, who upon that account were 


beginning of this Goſpel was wrote expreſly 


for other * ſo particularly) that he 


111 


true, _ it was done, as we find in Y Epi- 


call'd Alogi. They rejected the Logos or Word, 


cerning our Saviour. And becauſe they had 


fame Father obſerves in the following Section? 
z For how could thoſe things be wrote by 


mere Man, whereas the Author of this Goſpel 


c. 11. ) makes it his buſineſs to prove that the 


by the Apoſtle ro oppoſe the Hereſies and Er- 


Goſpel after = reſt of the Evangeliſts, (as 


might 
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Fae confute Cerintbus, and the Hereſy of he 
bionites, which Was then ng, in the Church. 


IX. Our Aube further urges p. #3, Er. XIX. 


ng and Revelation of Peter from being Autbentict, - 3. 
or no other Reaſon, but becau/e no Ancient or Me-* * 
lern M riter ¶ ſays he) bas quoted Proofs out of 
hem. Bat herein Euſebius was miſiaten; for the 
vatrary appears by the Teflimonies mark'd in the 
atalogue, which any b1dy may compare with the 
Driginals. Iu © another place be [avs that the c 1 3 c. 
6 -/pe! of Peter, Thomas, Matthias and /uch line, 23. 
3% be Acts of Andrew, John and the —_— 
[poſiles are Sparious, becauſe no Ecclefiaſtice Wri- a 
fer, from the time of the Apoſtles down to his own, © 
bas vouchſaf'd to quote them; which is abſolute] RT. 
falſe of ſome, as we have already ſeen. —_— 
Euſcbius found any of theſe Pieces cited by the 8 

edent Orthodox IM riters, he would have own'd tbem 

as genuine Productions of the Apoſtles, and ad- 
mitted them, as we ſay, into the Canon. But 
having met with Much Citations, be preſently 
concluded thore were nine; which mack him rejcet 
heſe Books. And 1 ſay (what I have airrady © 
| demonſtrated) that proofs Were quoted out of ſome _ 
of them long before, (0 that and 74 bt 710 ve.ong 85 

Wo ve Canon for all Euſebius. 8 : 


This 6 Objettion, burt we < ſhall nu 
better underſtand what ſtrength there is in it, 
If it be divided into the three followiug Pro- 
politions. (x.) That Eaſebius rejects the a- 
foreſaid Books, only becauſe he thought that 
one of them had been quoted and mention'd 
dy the Fs when yet ſome of them 
& _ tfeally 


hat b Euſebius rejefs the Ads, Goſpel, Preach-> R. 


e 


FR _— 


. 
« | 
"4; 
j 
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* 
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— 


— 


5 in their order. e 


ſaid Books only becauſe he thought they weir 
1 none of them quoted or mention'd by the An- 
CTients, when yet ſome of them really were. To 
Which I anſwer, (1.) That Euſebius could not 


them ſeveral times) being very much conver: 
| fant in the Works of that Father, and having 


really were. (2.) That if he had known, they 
bad been ſo quoted, he would have look' 
upon them as Canonical. (3.) Ir being evi. 
dent therefore, that they were ſo quoted by the 
Ancients, they ought, according to Euſebius hui 
Principles, to be eſteem'd Canonical. This vn 
the force of the Objection, and to this there ae 
two Anſwers drawn up, which it is pretendel 
we are like to make. But of all People in the 
WMorld, I ſhall not truſt our Author to give uf 
any Anſwers in my Name. If they be good 
for any thing, he'll certainly leave them behind 
bim. Thus he did in the caſe of Origen and 
St. Auguſiine, who had furniſh'd him with ver 
good ones to the Objections of Celſus and 
Flauſtus, but he fairly dropt them by the way, 
and fo left the Heathen and the Heretick i 
Poſſeſſion of the Field. And I dare ſay, tha 
| if he had not thought he could eaſily over 
throw thoſe Anſwers he produces in this place 
in the Name of his Adverſaries, we ſhould ne- 
ver have heard one word of them. I am re- 
ſeolv'd therefore, to have nothing to do with 
his Anſwers, whether good or bad, but ſhall 
give in ſuch as I will ſtand by, and according - 


ly ſpeak to the above-mention'd Propoſitions 


© The firſt is, that Euſebius rejects the fore. 


be ignorant, that ſome of theſe Pieces ate 
quoted by Clemens of Alexandria (who mention 
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expreſly taken notice that 4 one ; of rhem Was ci- Heel. 
ted by him; and therefore when he ſays that Hifs. 1. 6. 


none of theſe Books are quoted by the Ancients, * Th 


he muſt be underſtood to mean (not that they 
are never- quoted at all, for that he knew they 
| were, and ſays ſo expreſly concerning the Re- 


velation of St. Peter, Eccleſ. Hiſt. l. 3. c. 7. 
but) that they were never quoted by any as 
Canonical, and this was a ſufficient reaſon, Why 
he ſhould not admit them under that Notion. 
Though (z.) this is not the only Reaſon; for 


he obſerves of ſeveral of them, that © they con- . 3 «. 
tain'd a Doctrine contrary to the Catholick „ 


Faith which was planted by the Apoſtles, and 
therefore ought to be cenſur'd and rejected as 


the undoubted Contrivances and F orgeries: of FW 
TSS. 


The ſecond Wei is, That if Euſtbits . 


had known that any of theſe. Pieces had been 


ever quoted by the Ancients, he would have 
eſteem'd them Canonical. I anſwer, it is evi- 
dent from what_has been juſt now faid, that 


| Euſebius did know it and yet would not receive 


them into the Canon. The bare quoting a 
Book, except it be quoted as part of the Rule 
of Faith, or a. genuine Writing compos'd or 


authoriz'd by the Apoſtles, ſignifies nothing 
in this caſe, as has been already prov'd. 


| Nay, 1055 2 
I ſhalt farther add, that if Euſebius had known, 1 S. 
that /me of the Ancients had really quoted one 
or more of theſe Pieces as Canonical, hat alone 
would not have induc'd him to receive them 
as ſuch. For this was the very cale of the 
Epiſtle of St. James, the ſecond of St. Peter, 
and the reſt of the once controverted Pieces. 
They were — by many, and quored by 
= if | many 


* — a 


tt 
1. 
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many too as Canonical, yet becauſe the whole 
Church was not then acquainted with the Rea» 
lons, which afterward ſatisfied her to admit 
theſe Books as parts of the Code of the New | 
Teſlament, we ſee that they were laid aſide 
adnd not advanc'd to that honour by Exſebius. 
Ĩ be third Propoſition is, That ſince theſe 
Acts, Goſpel, Preaching, Revelation of St. 
Peter, and the others, were ſome of them real- 
ly quoted by the Ancients, they ought, accord- 
ing to the Principles of Euſebius, to be receiv'd 
for Canonical. I anſwer, No; unleſs quoted 
as Canonical, and prov'd Canonical too, by 
| ſuch Teſtimonies as were ſufficient to ſatisfy 
the Catholick Church, as appears by the In- 
ſtances of the Epiſtle of St. James, and the reſt 
___ above-mention'd. When Euſebius could not 
meet with ſo much as one Primitive Father, who 
cited theſe Books for Canonical, that alone (tho* | 

he had another reaſon too againſt divers of 
them, as appears before) was ſufficient war- 
rant for him to reject them. But for the in- 
troducing them into the Canon, a conſtant and 
weell atteſted Tradition, by ſuch as were capa- 
dle of Judging, from the firſt Ages, that they 
bad been prov'd Genuine, upon Authentick 
Teſtimonies, was requiſite in his Opinion, and 
therefore our Authors Objection vaniſhes into 


Air andfignifies juſt nothing. 


xx. . I come now to the laſt Objettion, which | 
Anis founded on a long Paſſage of Mr. Dodwell, 
who (as is inſinuated) reflects more upon the 
Certainty and Authority of the Canon of the 
Neu Teſtament, than any thing, which had 
been before excepted againſt, in our — 


rn 
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This is uſher'd in, with great Pomp and Cere- 
mony; for we read (p. 69.) that Mr. D. alone, 
| though a Layman, underſtands as much Eccleſtaſti . 
cal Hiſtory, as the Divines of all Churches put to- 
gether. This is a high flight indeed; methinks 
n had been enough to have made him unde-- 
ſtand as much as all the Exgliſh Divines, but to 
bring in the Divines of all other Churches be- 
ſides, is a little too Extravagant, and more,, 
am certain, than our Author can poſſibly know. 
I ſhall not in the leaſt detract from the true 
Character of that worthy Gentleman, Who 
ought to be (and I believe generally is) valued _ 
for his great Learning and Piety, and will, I 
am confident, give our Author no thanks for 
his Complement, or for bringing him in as a 
Witneſs in the caſe now before us. For he is 
quite of another Opinion, and tells us expreſly _ 
but a few Pages before that Paſſage which is 
| produc'd by our Author, that f there is uo man- 
ner of reaſon to doubt of that Tradition, which, _ . 
has tranſmitted to us the Canon of the New Tefla-* 5 
ment. This, I think, is a point blank conttn 
= diction to the natural de ſign and tendency of ß 
the Treatiſe we are now conlidering, fince rhat _ 
runs all into confuſion, and plainly aims at the 
perſuading Men, that in the Buſineſs of the 
Canon, we have nothing but Darkneſs and Ob- 
= Mr. Dod well's Principal Intention in the long 
Paſſage quoted from him, was to ſhew, that we 
have as good Evidence, that the Practical Tra- 
| ditions (as for Inſtance, Epiicopal Government) 
| Which obtain'd in the time of /reneus, and 
were deliver'd as ſuch, were really Apoſtolical 
Inflitutions, as there is for the Canon of the 


e Canon Fe 


is New 7 . becauſe the Books, we now 
receive for Canonical, or our Rule of Faith, were 
not fo fix'd and determin'd till the beginning of 
the Second Century, as to be appeal'd to by 
the Chriſtian Church under that notion. And 
they were then ſettled upon the Teſtimony of 
S See his 


5 Addenda 


b 5. 73. 


and his 
Chro 223 9 = 


 legy.. 


Pe Paſſage now before us, with what precedes and 
follows in the Original (from Section 357 to 
Section 41 incluſively; ) but becauſe there are 
ſome Particulars therein, which may deſerve a 
little further clearing or illuſtration, I ſhall em- 
ploy a few Pages thereupon, and if in any thing 
I differ from that learned Gentleman, I know 
huoe'll allow me the ſame Liberty of Thought and 
judgment, concerning Matters of F 2 which | 

| himlelf took before me. N 


1 


Traditions, and who having been converſant 
Sith and inſtructed by the Apoſiles, were with- 
out doubt ſufficiently qualified to give in Evi- 
= _ dence concerning their Writings, and to di- 
5 {tinguiſh them from all others, which might 
5 80 abroad falſly under their Names. 


of War and Perſecution, ſome of them might 


remote and diſtant Places, till that Age was al- 
moſt or perbaps Quite expir'd. Though that 


the fame Perſons (and ſent ® abroad too into all 
places in the Year 107) who convcy'd theſe 


This I rake to be the main Deſign of the 


While 7 Alle 3 up py 3 
Preaching in ſeveral Places and Countries, they 


wrote thoſe Pieces, which we now have under 
their Names, but for the moſt part, as Criticks 
obſerve, after the middle of the Firſt Century. 


This is a ſufficient Reaſon, why in thoſe times 


not come to the hands ot zany, who liv'd in 


ſeveral 


* 
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vera were carefully tranſmitted by the de- 
poſitaries of them to other Churches and Per- 
ſons, with whom they had the moſt convenient 
Correſpondence, is a thing eaſy to be prov'd, 
becauſe we find Expreſſions borrowed from 
“ 


Por thus there are two Paſſages of h St.  p. 18, Ro 
Late, and one i of St. Peter's firſt Epiſtle , 50. * 
and another & of the ſecond to Timothy, and ,*, 25 


uſe of by Clemens, Biſhop of Rome; and the firſt 15, 23,47, 
WEpiſtle ® of St. Paul to the Corinthians, is . 5 
very much recommended by the ſame Father 5 


to the Chriſtians of that City. Barnabas gives 470. 1633. 


five Paſſages in Hermas, which ſeem to have e 
great Affinity with ſo many Texts in the Ola * 
Wand New Teſfament But I own they may be 
diſputed, eſpecially by thoſe who look uponthe 
Viſions and Converſations, mention'd in that 
Book, to have been real, and I will not inſiſt 
upon them, but only obſerve, that there is as 
much Evidence that this Author borrowed 
from the New TeHament as there is that he 


? St. Falls Epiſtle to the Epbefians, and ſeems,” 


Clemens, &c. taken out of the New Teſtament, which? + 8 


remark, that he ſalutes the Corinthians almoſt in the 
very ſame words that St. Paul us d to the Romans. 


9 plainly 


divers of the Epiſtle | to the Hebrews, made 5. 12,13. 


r 


i the diet Words of two Texts in St. f 
WW” M:tthew and o St. Luke. There are four or ? p. 219. 


168% 
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Pa to . taken Expreſſions 4 from it, 


nn. 


75 Ts; from St. Mat her, and from the firit 5 Epi- 


bb 9 11 le ro the Corinthians. * Polycarp is cop ous 


Lol. 16 in his Quotations. In him we meet with 
Leb phef. Words taken out of St. Ahe. St. Luke, the 


Bae E- As, the Romans, the firii Epiſile to the Co- 


dit 40. Vn hlans, the Galatians, the Epheſians, the firſt 
168 Epiſtle of St. Peter, and of Sr. Juhu, and he 


„ 
. * 


many twice mentions St. Paul $ HOG: to the Phi- 

85 lippians. 
„ ene 1 intend to 3 "From 

; hence, 18 eply 1 bis that thele Books, from 
 whencerhe Authors jnſt now mention'd, fetch - 
edi all the P. ſſages we reter to, were then un- 
duoubtedly © pers d abroad in ſome parts of the 
Chriſtian W orid, ſince they had been read by 
.-.---.. theſe Fathers, and were made ule of by them in 
ther W ritings. And, I think, 1 need not at- 


tempt to prove, that they were look'd upon | 


as Conenicad, at the fame time. For it is mo- 
rally impoffible to e that Pieces wrote 
or authorized by the Apoſtles, ſhould not be 


eſteem'd Canonical or Rutes of Faith by all | 


Chriſtians to whom they were communicated, 
ſince the Knowledge which they had of che 
Doctrine of Faith was entirely deriv'd from 

them and their Inſtructions. 


Its true, the Writers we are now cath | 
ing, very rarely give us f the Name of the 


Old Teſtament. For St. Clemens, among all the Quo- 
tations he tetches thence, ors not that l perceive (and 


Book | 


5 + This is urg'd as an Objection, that none of the 
_ Evang<lifts is call'd by his own Name in the Writiugs 8 
of Clemens, & c. | grant it; but what would be infer'd | 
from thence, beſides what is here confider'd, I cannot | 
imagine. Whatever is intended, will equally affect ibe 
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Book or Author from whence they fetch any 
Paſſage, and therefore Mr. D's Remark is very 
juſt, that the ſucceeding Ages of the Church 
could not, in ſuch Caſes, learn from them what 

Pieces were to be parts of the Chriſtian Canon. 

They produce Texts indeed from Authors that 

were Canonical, but they don't always tell us 

= ſo, when they produce them; and therefore 

W their Teſtimony alone is not ſufficient to inform 

us, what are the genuine Writings of the A®= _ 

poſtles and what are not. This we can learn 

from none but thoſe, who either recommend a 

particular Book by Name, or at leaſt tell us 

whence they draw their Paſſages. And this is 

ſo ſeldom done by the Authors now mention'd 

that all the Evidence we can derive from them, 

will not extend to above u three or four u The rſs 
Pieces. The Aſſurance we have that the other Flle te 
Books of the New Teſtament are Canonical, muſt 3 — 
be taken from the Writers of the ſecond Cen- n a 3 
tury, at lealt as far as we know now, (1 mean and rs che = 

ſuch Writers as follow'd Ignatius and Polycarp Philippi 

here mention'd by Mr. D.) and the Teftimony s. 

of them is unexceptionable, ſince converſing 5 

with the Diſciples of the Apoſtles, they could 


—ů —— 


_— ** 


J was careful in making the Obſervation) ſo much 2 
once directly cite by Name any of the Writers thereof, 
{except Moſes and David once or twice,) from which he 
produces his Teſtimonies. And yet there's no queſtion, 
but he judg'd the Old Teſtament Canonical: As Juſtin M. 
certainly did the New; and yet though he makes uſe of 
many Places, out of ſeveral Books thereof, and ſpeaks of 
the Goſpels, and Monuments of the Apoſtles, in general, 
am very much miſtaken, if he quotes any of them bx 
Name, befides the Revelation, which he expteſly aſcribes 
to St. Jobs the Apoſtle, . 


The Caxox Tr 


XXI. 


"a be inform'd by them what Books were 


really Genuine and Apoſtolical. 

But we are told, that the 7 riters of hoſe times 
do not chequer their Works with Texts of the New 
| Teſtament, which yet is the Cuſtom of the more 
modern, and was alſo theirs in ſuch Books 7 they 
 acknowledg'd for Scripture. For they moſt fre- 
_ guently cite the Books of the Old Teſtament, and 
would douvtleſs have done ſo by thoſe of the New, 
if they had been receiv'd for Canonical. That the 
Books of the New Teſtament could not fail of 


being judg'd Canonical, by thoſe who knew their 


Authors, has been obſerv'd already more than 
once; and therefore I proceed to remftrk, that 
if theſe Words refer to the latter Writers of 
the Canon, they are expreſs'd very obſcurely, 
and will fall under Confideration immediately. 
If they be deſign'd to comprehend. Clemens, 
3 Hermas, Ignatius and Polycarp, (and 1 


think, they can't be underſtood otherwiſe) I | 


muſt confeſs that I wonder very much at them. 
For the two firſt fetch Paſſages from the New 
Teſtament cs well (tho' not fo often) as from 
the Old. The third may be ſuppos'd to cite 
neither or both. The fourth and fifth have 
1 more Texts out of the Goſpels and 
Epiſtles than out of the whole Old Teſtament. 
And the latter of theſe two, I mean Polycarp, 


has above twenty Paſſages out of the New Te- 
fament i in his ſhort Epiſtle, fo that it _y PT | 
well be ſaid to be chequer'd with them. _ 


Whether 8 nes Writers of the Mew 7 6. -4 
ment ſaw all that had been wrote by the for- 
mer, I ſhall not take upon me to determine. 
But I think the not © ting them o or the ſeem- 


ing 
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ing Contradictions between them, are no Argu- 
ments to the contrary. For the former is the 
Caſe of ſeveral Prophets and Writers of the Old 
Jeſtament, who don't quote their Predeceſſors; _ 
and thoſe things * which now ſeem Contra- , 5, yz. 
W dictions to us, might perhaps be little or none D. Di, 

to them, who were acquainted with the Cir- ſertar. en 
cumſtances of the Age, and admit, it may be, as N 
eaſy a Solution, as the difference of the Genea- 2 my 
© logics upon account of the Natural and Legal! 
Fathers, does from * the Relation of Africanus. . % pc 
W Sure I am that St. Peter was acquainted with Fed, Rift. , 
y ſome of St. Paul's Epiſtles, and that they were l. r. c. 7. 
then judg'd Canonical. And that he had alſo * 24577. 

| read St. Mark's Goſpel, St. Paul that of St. 3. 5 6 
Lyke, and St. John all the other three, has 
been above prov'd by Eccleſiaſtical Teſtimony. _ 
To which I ſhall add, that Grotius affirms St. 
Luke to have certainly read the Goſpels of St. 
Matthew and St. Mark, and proves it from 
hence, becauſe in reporting the ſame Paſſages, = 
| he ſometimes uſes their very Words. 
I dare not affirm, that the Fathers of whom XXIII. 
Wwe are now ſpeaking, cited any Texts from 
ſuch Goſpels as are properly /purious, becauſe it 
does not appear to me; * much leſs that they, 1 
attributed the ſame Authority to them, that e r. js 
they did to the genuine Writings of the A- anſwer 7 
WW poltles, becauſe of this there is no manner of “ fs 

Evidence. For though there be ſome Paſſages corn 

in them which are not mention'd in our Evan- 7 
geliſts, and others differently expreſs'd from 
what we now read, yet no ſuch Conſequence 
can be drawn from theſe Premiſes. 


For 


— 


22 — — 


, For firk, the Cirations might perhaps be 


made from no Books at all. Thus, tho? it 
be true that St. Paul, St. Barnab is, and St. Iz. 


natius, cite an Expreſſion or two as ſpoken by 
our Saviour, which are not to be found in our 
_ Goſpels, yet it does not follow that they took 
them from ſpurious Writers; they might 
eaſily receive them from Ear-witneſſes. They 
were remov'd at fo little a diſtance from our 
Saviour, that they certainly convers'd with his 
immediate Diſciples, from whom they might 
hear Relations of ſeveral conſiderable Action 
and Sayings of his, which were not recorded 
= > Yr os 
Neither does it follow, that if a Paſſage be 
not expreſs'd juſt after the ſame manner that 
we find it in the New Teſtament, therefore it 
' ought to be look'd upon as interpolated or drawn 
from the Books of ſome ſpurious Writers. For 
it is well known, that many of the Fathers, as 
well of the latter as of the firſt Ages, quote the 
Texts of Scripture by Memory, and often de- 
ſign to give the Senſe, without confining them- 
ſelves to the Words, of the original. Many 
Inſtances might be given of this Nature, but | 
ſhall refer the Reader at preſent only to the 
Epiſtle of Sr. Barnabas, where he'll find nu- 
merous Proofs of this Aſſertion in Texts cited 
from the Old Teſtament; particularly * in the 


Si. 200;: 
= p. 218, 
55 

1 P. 229. 


ſome of the Writers of that Age, quoted other 
| Goſpels or Hiſtories of our Lord, than thoſe 
which are now elteem'd Authentick in the 


Promiſe of entring the Holy Land, b the ſa- 


TN NCC. 
But if we ſhould go farther, and ſuppoſe that 


crificing of the Goat and © the Circumcjſion of 


| Church, 


, " 
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Church, yet I don't ſee what can beinfer'd from 
thence, that may be in the leaſt a Prejudice ro 
our Cauſe, or ſhew that there was no difference 
then put between ſpurious and genuine Wri- 
tings. * For I think, it can't be queſtion'd, 
but that ſeveral would publiſh Accounts of the 
Life and Actions of our Saviour, who were his | 
honeſt and faithful Diſciples, and inſerted no- 
thing in the Story, but what they had good 
ground to believe true and certain, though 
they were not infallible in their Narrations. 
From ſome of theſe, the Writers that follow'd 
after might quote Paſſages, and that juſtifiably by 


Though it is poſſible there might be ſome Spurious 
Golpels at thoſe times forg'd and ſet forth under great 
Names; yet that there were ſome too wrote by honeſt 
Chriſtians, beſides the inſpired ones, cannot, I think, be 
doubted by any who ſhali confider what 1s the uſual 
Practice of Mankind on ſuch great Occaſions. And to 
ſome of thẽſe as well as the Golpels of St. Matrhew and 
St. Mark, St. Luke in all probability refers at the begin- 
ning of his. For notwithſtanding what our Author 
. 50.) and others beſides him are pieas'd to ſay, yet 

doubt not to affirm, that St. Luke does not faſten any 
bad Characters on the Golpels he had read, nor can his 
Words be drawn to inſinuate any ſuch thing without the 
| greateſt Violence. Nay it ſeems plain to me that the 
two firſt Verſes of his Goſpel intimate the dire&t con- 
trary. And in this I am the more confirm'd, becauſe 
fince the Writing of this, I find that Caſaubon and Zighi- 
foot are of the ſame Opinion as to the whole; and Gro- 
tins ſeems to bavejudg'd fo too in the main. Only he 
thinks that ſome of theſe Writers, gathering what they 
related from uncertain Report, fell into great Errors. 
That may be (and queſtionleſs it was) true of ſome, 
but not of all. And St. Late does not ſeem to have 
| ſeen any Spurious (if at leaſt any ſuch were extant ſo 

early) or Erroneous Goſpels. For he does not charge 
thoſe, who labour'd before him in that Argument, ei- 
ther with wilful Falſifications or negligent Miſtakes. 
Chak enough, 
< | 
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XXIV. 
e Preaching of our Lord, ſo were there too with- 
out doubt Relations of the Miracles and Actions 
olf his Followers, and Summaries of the Dorines 
and Juſtrufions of the Apoſtles; which being 
e up by thoſe who heard and convers'd 
with them, were really of great ule to the taith- | 

ful, and might be quoted by them upon occaſion 
„ without any manner of blame. Many of theſe, 
learned Men judge it probable, were in pro- 
ceſs of time collected into one Body with the 
Do ctrines of Apoſtolical Men written afterwards, 
and make up the beſt and moſt inſtructive part 
of thoſe, which are call'd the Apoſtolical Conſti- 
tutions, Though the addition of ſeveral Im- 
pertinences, Errors, Hereſies and Contradicti- 
ons, and eſpecially the pretending (in divers 
places) the whole to have been dictated by th: 
Twelve Apoſiles, St. James Biſhop of fn 
(whom they erronecuſly diftinguiſh from the 
Apoſtle of that Name) ad F.. Paul, in the 
Preſence of the ſeven Deacons, (though it's plain 
St. Stephen ſuffer d Martyrdom, betore St. Paul's 


Y every thing which is not tound in our Bibles, 


enough, as from thoſe, whom they eſteem 
(and who were as to the main) faithful Hiſto- 
rians. Though when the four Goſpels, which 
vwe now have, were publiſh'd to the whole Church, 
the eſtimation of thoſe other Hiſtories might 
fink, and fo they not be tranſmitted to Poſte- 
"+ as not TOE" of equal Authority. 


— —_— 


And as there were Hiſtories of the Life and 


Converſion) cauſe the compoſition, as we now 
have it, to be juſtly cenſur'd for Suppoſititious 

From what has been ſaid, it is apparent, I 
think, that we ought not preſently to conclude 
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* thing deſerves that Name, but what is properly 

ich a Forgery. Several of theſe there were indeed in 
reh, 
ght 
ſte· 


and 
ich- 
ions 
ines 
eing 
2I5S'd 
üth- 
ſion 


Teſtament. This that Learned Gentleman had 

before enlarg'd on in the 4 and y*h Sections of 

dhe ſame Diſcourſe, and will have Job, a Pre- 

byter of that time, and not Joba the Apoſtle, 

do have been the Author of the Revelation and 

W allo of the ſecond and third Epiſtle. The 

main Arguments he inſiſts upon are, (1.) The 

Authority of Diony/ins Biſhop of Alexandria, 

8 of whoſe Diſcourſe upon that Subject, ve 
ave in the © Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory of Euſebius. , "I 

(2.) The Reaſons of that Father, which 8 

the difference of the Style, and that the Au- 

thor of the Revelation (ets down his Name fre- 

quently, which St. John the Apoſtle does not 

in his other Pieces. V 

To which I anſwer, That neither the Au- 

'bles, . rhority nor the Reaſons of Diony/ius — 


* 


| go” ” l "he: Caxox of 1 the 


two © Epiſtles. He does nor at all argue againf 
_ them; and therefore they may be the genuine 
Works of that Apoſtle, ro whom (as he owns) 
they were commonly aſcrib'd, for all him. And 
Monſieur Du Pin, who has the deſerv'd Repu- 
2 en tation of an able Critick, tells us © that the Style, 
| Diſſere. to and Spirit, and the Thoughts of theſe Epiſtles, as 
1 1. 5 well as the concurring ee of moſt of the 
3 5 F. athers, male it evident that bey belong to the 
. 3 
Setting them therefore aſide, I ſhall confider 
what force there is in theſe Reaſons as they are 
levell'd againſt the Revelation. And I muſt fay, 
that, if they have any ſtrength in them, they 
map as well be urg'd to prove the Prophecy of 
Feremy and the Lamentations were not wrote 
by the ſame Perſon. For in the former, the 
_- Fagan often Names himſelf, which he does 
not once in the latter; and the difference of 
FE ſeems every jot as great between 
theſe two Pieces, as it is between them we are 
now conſidering. 1 
Neither is it any wonder to find ihe ſame 
| Perſon (as Dr. Cave obſerves in another Caſe) 
_ vaſtly to alter and vary his Style, according to 
the Times when, or the Perſons to whom, or the 
Subjects about which, he writes; or the Temper 
and Diſpoſition he is in when he writes, or the 
care that is us'd in doing it. So that it is e- 
vident, nothing certain can in this Caſe be in 
ferr'd from that Particular. 
To the Authority of ute and his Rea- 
- ths too, we oppole the Judgment of many of 
the Ancients, who were of another Opinion. 
The Arguments he urges, were obvious to them 
25 well as him. TUE knew what ther 
ere 
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here was detween the Style of the other Pieces | 

of St. John and the Revelation they knew, that 

in one, the Writer's Name was ſeveral times 
Wncntion'd and not at all in the other; and yet 
oncluded there was no force in theſe Argu- 

ments; concluded notwithſtanding them, that 

all the Pieces were wrote hy the ſame Author, 

ven the Apoſtle, of which they could caſily 

receive Information as being remov's at fo little 

diſtance from his time. Two of them ſeem 

Mo have been born ſoon after, it not before his 

—_ cc 5 

Let us hear therefore what may be alleg' d 

on the other ſide. (1.) The Author of the | c. 1. v. f 
evelation e tells us himſelf, that he was ba-? f 
| niſh'd to the Iſle of Patmos, for the Word of, ferept. c. 
God, and the Teſtimony of Jeſus. Now that 36. 
this was the Caſe of St. 2 u the Apoſtle, we * in ku. 
have the witneſs of f Tertullian, 8 8 Clemens of f = 55 
Alexandria, + Origen, h Euſebius, i Jerome, &c. f Com. a 
(z) We have the expreſs Teſtimonies of the S.. Mat. 
Ancients, that the Apoſtle, (and not another ?- +"? 


b J. 2, 
Jobn was he w hoawwote the Kcvelation. This; 5 


is affirm'd by * 7 Marigr, by Origen, by 19+; Git 
Tertullian. Clemens indecd of Alexandria, at- hn. 
tributes it ſimply to St. John, without any ad- 4 
dition, but then Mr. D. himielf owns (Seck. 2 5 85 
20.) that it is evident by the Circumſtances x1, 
of the Relation in Euſebius, L J. e. . can 47. 
Ice Apoſtle, and no other, 19 delign'd by him. 7 50. 
| dreneus frequently cites it under the Name, RY 4 15 
, John the Diſciple of the Lord, which is the 39. L 3. 

very Expreſſion he uſcs when he m {peaks of c. t, and 
the Apoſtle ; and he tells us alſo, that he who . 

r thoſe Viſions, was the ä 3 which , 2 


> bu, 


— 
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poſtle too. And he again informs us (7. f. 
. Zo.) that he had the Explication of a Paſ. 
ſage there mention'd, from thoſe who conver 
with St. John the Author; and they certainly 
could and would tell him, which of the John; 
it was. And therefore ſince he, beſides al 
the others before-mention'd, fixes it on the 
Apoſtle, it is, I think, an unanſwerable Ar. 
gument, that he, and not the Presbyter, is the 

| Perſon to whom it ought to be aſcrib'd. 
" T1 now return to our Author, who tells u 
that the Paſſage he cited from Mr. D. wil 
Furniſh thoſe who have an Inclination to write 
on this Subjeft with many curious Diſquiſition, 
wherein to ſhew their Penetration and Juds: 
ment. It was not my own Inclination, but thei 
deſign of ſerving an Honourable Perſon to 
whom I am much oblig'd, which drew me to 

write upon this Subzeck 

do a greater ſhare of Penetration and Judgment 
than my Neighbours; but yet I ſhall venture 
do ſay, that I think it is no great Preſumption 
to undertake the Difficulties which are here 
propos d by our Author, nor any mighty Tak 


xæxvI. The firſt Difficulty is, How ® the immediat 


f. 79 ; 


| pear to me, that they ever did (groſly, or not 


lay in our Saviour's Boſom, which was the 4. 


neither do I pretend 


Succeſſors and Diſciples of the Apoſtles could |i 
 grofly confound the genuine Writings of their 
Maſters with ſuch as were falſly attributed 1 
them. To this I reply, that it does not ap- 


grolly) miſtake any ſpurious Pieces for the 
genuine Writings of the Apoſtles. They 


have 


1 


— " — —— 
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„ 


have indeed a few Paſſages ( of which more 


in the proper Place) that do not occur in our 


Bibles, but that they were taken from Books 
oubliſh'd under the Names of the Apoſtles, and 
which they judg'd to bave been really the Apo- 
poſtles Works, will puzzle our Author, with 


all his Learning about him, to make out. But 


if the thing had happen'd, and ſome ſubtile 
Sophiſter had ſo far impos'd upon Clemens, 
Jenatius, and the reſt, by counterfeiting their 
Inſtructors Hands and Styles, as to put a 
falſe Epiſtle or Goſpel upon them for a while, 


(of which I am not ſenſible,) this would not 
have been ſo wonderful a thing, as we are 
made to believe, ſince even Scriveners and 


Merchants, thoſe cunning Maſters of Defence, 
have yet been trick'd after this manner. 


However I ſhall readily yield, that (whe- . 
cher the Apoſtolick Perſons juſt now menti- 
ond were ſo impos'd on or no, and I believe 


they were not, yet) many of that Age, might 

and probably were deceiv'd, for ſome time, 

with ſuppoſititious Writings, uſher'd into the _ 

World, under the Title of great Names. And 
| this Conceſſion will make room for our Au- 

b * 8 ſecond — ö 7s > 


* Since they were in the dart, both came o- XXV 


* after them to à better light ? Before I? * 
give an anſwer to this Queſtion, I cannot but 


remark, that it comes very oddly from our 
Author, who pretends to make ſuch Diſco- . 


veries, and undertakes to prove thoſe Pieces 

| full of Ignorance and Superſtition, which had 

e well eſteem'd till his Days. 
H 2 Do 


7 
* 


— 
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Do you think, Sir, there was never an J. 7. 
among the Ancients? None that could ſmell 
cut an Impoſture, or by making a few Re. 

marks and asking a few Queſtions, find that 
a Book was alcrib'd to a wrong Author? 


pour ſelf as much as you can upon the ac- 
count of your great Atchievements; but I be- 
lieve others are of Opinion, that, if the Fa- 
thers had gone your untoward way to work, 

and dealt no fairer, when they were in queſt 

of Forgeries, than you have done with the 
Evxidences in relation to the Eikon Baſilike, 
many of thoſe Cheats might have remain'd 
longer in Credit, which yet hey quickly flung 
out of Doors, only by the aſſiſtance of a little 
EReaſon, Honeſty, and common Senſe. We 
lad an Inſtance of this Nature among us at 

the beginning of the late Revolution. Three 
Declarations were then publiſh'd in the Name 

of the Prince of Orange, and eſteem'd his for 

| ſome time by the whole Nation. But up- 

on a ſtrict Examination of the Matter, the 

third was found Suppoſititious, diſown'd by 


4 Hiſtory 


b --:. of the De-- 
—_— 7 ſertion, 2. 


them, whoſe Names they carried in their 


. 


You may think thus if you pleaſe, "and value 


the pretended Author, 4 and acknowledged 
by all to be a Forgery. And thus it was in the 


Primitive times. Some indeed of the Pieces 
Which appear'd in the Apoſtles Names, ſeem 
to hape been fo contrary to their Doctrine, 
that they quickly ſunk and were rejected on 
all Hands. But others, being of a more ski- 
ful Compoſition, preſerv'd their Reputation 


for a longer time, and were eſteem'd by ſuch 
as knew no better, for the Monuments ot | 


Front. 


—— ———_— 


* New Teſtament indicated. 


ith their genuine Writings, or enquiring of 


lung 
little 
We 
18 at 
hree 
ame 
for 
up- 
the 
1 by 
dg'd 
1 the 
ECE) 
'eem 
rine, 
| on 
skil- 
tio 
ſuch 
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ont. 


they thought might be of value, and per- 


R 


Front. However theſe, by comparing tbem 


he Apoſtles, or thoſe who convers'd with 

ind were inſtructed by them, had their glo- 

ious Vizors pluck'd off and were expos'd as 

mpoſtures. But this could not be done fo 

Hoon as the third Declaration was unmask'd 

ere. It was a ſingle Piece aſcrib'd to a fin 

ple Perſon, and ſcatter'd abroad no farther 
han the compaſs of a narrow Iſland, and 

herefore Application might in a few Days 

de made to the Prince, as it was, and the 

heat, by that means, ſpeedily laid open. 

Vhereas in the Caſe, concerning which we 

re now diſcourſing, the Forgeries were many, 

Whey were attributed to ſeveral Perſons, and 

pread abroad over different Places of the Chri- 

tian Church, ſo that it muſt neceſſarily re- 

quire a conſiderable time, before they could 

de ſufficiently examin'd, before the pretended 

Authors, or thoſe acquainted with them, could 

Wc conſulred. But ar laſt Truth prevail'd, and 

all the Impoſtures of the firſt and allo of the 

econd Age, when they afterwards appear d 

ere (as we learn from Eccleſiaſtical Story) 

Wound out to be what they really were, and 

ſuch lighted and generally undervaluec. 
Though till, after the Cheat was expos'd, 

Learned Men us'd them upon occaſion, and 

quoted ſuch fingle Paſſages out of them, 


tinent to the Deſigns upon which they were 
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XXVIII. 
„ Clemens and the reſt, ſhould not be account. 
eld equally authentick. Whoever reads this Paſ- 

ſage, and does not underſtand the Caſe, will, 
”””_ 


bere referr'd to, quote many Books that have 
Relation to the ſtate of Things under the Goſ- 
pel, ſome of which we do, upon their Autho- 
rity, admit for Canonical, while we rejed 
| others, that are equally cited by them, as ſpu- 


FCC Jjͤͥͤð “]ĩ§7“?⁊ßb os = ns 
Well, but ought not the Teſtimony of thei 

Fathers be allow'd in behalf of other Piece 

which they quote, and transfer them fron 

tube Rank of Spurious, wherein they are nov 

pulwac'd by ſome, to that of Canonical WI 

_ rings? Why, truly, much might be done, i. 


I proceed now to our Author's third Diff. 


—_ 7 Pe 
Ho far we make uſe of theſe Fathers for 
ſettling the Canon, has been above explain'd. 
. Ir's manifeſt from what is there ſaid, that 
we employ them, only (in Conjunction with 
| _ others) to aſſert the Title of three or fou 
Pieces. So many they expreſly Name and 3. 
ſcribe to their proper Authors, and thereby 
teach us that they were compos'd by the * 
poſtles, and conſequently ought to be reckon 
as wrote by Inſpiration, and of Divine Au 
thority. We infer nothing from them u 
1 uy the reſt, but ſupport them by oth 


F the Apoſtles. But this is our unhappini 


"_ 
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culty, hy all thoſe Books, which are cited 


lieve, be apt to imagine that the Fathers 


we knew what the Books were, and that thi 
defignd to quote them as the genuine Writin; 


(on 
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the fame with that of the Nazarens. 


by the Greek. 


"XS - 


(0 (of which our Author ſeems not to have ang : 
ſenſible, though he has undertaken, u 

caſion, to blaſt the Credit of all theſe 
together) that tho' Clemens has quoted three, 
| og as many, and Barnabas ſeven or eight 


on Oc= 
Pieces 


ort Paſſages, that do not occur in our 


Books of Scripture , B they neither give 
r 


us the Name of the Treatiſe, nor yet of the 


* whence they produce them; and how, 5 
without that, 
ſhould be put into the Canon, 1 can't ima- 

| gine. 


the Books or the Authors 


However, 1 love to deal 0 and ſhall 5 
own that one of the Paſſages, which we find 

in * Ignatius, is ſaid to have been found in the Bp. + to 
Goſpel according to the Hebrews; which is * 
So it z. POE?” 
may be, but 7gnatius does not quote it from 


thence. | He might have it from other Books N 


beſides that, or receive it from Tradition, or 


take it upon Memory. The Words in /gna- 
tius are, Handle me, and feel me, and ſee that 

1 am not an incorpexeal T Spirit or Apparition. 
In ® St. Luke we read, Handle me and ſee,® e. 24. v. 
for a Spirit hath not Fleſo and Bones, as ye — 
ſee me have. The Senſe is exactly the ſame e 
in both, and if the Father made the Quotati- 

on, without looking into the Book, he * 5 


= _ miſtake as * — this comes to. 


S 


— — 


— 


I k render the Greek (ud, Spirit or Apparition, 
becauſe one of thoſe Words is always us'd by the En- 
2ifh to expreſs the lame thing, which is here intended 
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"Bur F if we grant our en all he 


can deſire, and ſhould yield that this Paſſage 
Was taken by /guatius out of the Goſpel ac- 
| cording to the Hebrews, (which will never 
be prov'd,) what can he infer from thence? 
_ That we ſhall eaſily ſer, if we compare this 
with thoſe 


places, where Texts taken out of 


dhe Golpels and Epiſtles have been mention'd 
buy theſe Writers, 

that St. Clemens gives us ſeveral Paſſages that 

are to be met with in the Epiſtle to. the He- 


We find, 


for Inſtance, 


brews, that St. Ignatius alſo gives us one or 


two, that are in _ Goſpel according to St. 
Matthew or the Epiſtle to the Corinthians. 
All that we aug 41 
Books, from w fich theſe two Fathers borrow 
thoſe Paſſages, we're then extant and abroad 
in the Church. 
hence ſer, that they were Canonical or wrote 
by thote Apoſiles, whoſe Names they now 
bcar; becauſe neither Clemens nor Ignatius 
tell us ſo, and therefore that mult be learn'd 
from other Authors, 
poſing thar Ignatius took the Expreſſion we 
are now conſidering, from the Goſpel ac- 
_ . cording to the Hebrews, all we can gather 
from thence, is, that there was ſuch a Goſ- 
pel then extant, wherein that Paſſage was 
| read. Bur that it was of Divine Authority, 
or wrote by any of the Apoſtles, we cannot i 
gather, for St. Ignatius ſays no ſuch thing; 


on hence, is, that thoſe 


But we cannot, we do not 


In like manner, ſup- 


wi muſt learn that, if it can be learn'd, from 


p other W riters. 


Authority to this Father in one caſe, as we do 
to him or St. Clemens in the other, Certain- 


"'Y 


Since then we allow as much 


Ne Teſtament 


ly our Author can deſire no more, and there- 


paſſage after this manner, from the Go 
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ads Me 


fore I ſuppoſe we are agreed as to this mat- 
ter. Hits; Du, Bd 


"ls bes + ay be chats, the if 


we grant this, we grant that St. Ignatius quo» 


ted a ſpurious Goſpel. To this I anſwer, 
(J.) That the Queſtion before us at preſent, 


is not, whether this Father quoted a ſpurious 
Goſpel or no, but whether, by ging = 


pel 


according to the Hebrews, he advances it into 


the Canon. The contrary 


ro which, I have. 


plainly proy'd to be true. (2.) This 2 5 


with the Additions, _ not to be look' 


upon as Spurious or A orgery, but rather as 5 5 - ” | -. 
a Piece of Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory. ; See above at | 


the end of Section XVI. 


And if we proceed to Hermas, it muſt be 
owned that he produces not one Text (that EE 
we can be ſure of) out of either the Old or 
New Teſtament ; but quotes one ſhort Sentence 


out of an Apocryphal Book, call'd the Probe- 
fies of Elda4 and Medad. And therefore ſince 


we make no manner of uſe of this Writer for 
the eſtabliſhing the Canon, we cannot be ob- 
lig'd by our Authors Argument to embrace 


| this Apocryphal Piece upon his Authority. On- 


ly I ſhall add, that the Paſſage is good and 

true, whoſoever ſaid it, The Lord is nigh unto 
ell thoſe, who turn unto him; and therefore 
might be quoted, not upon the Authority of -- 


we Book, but the intrinſick Value of the Ex- 


preſſion, which may be cited without Danger, 
from the Mouth or Pen of the greateſt Im- 
—— . 


Aae 


8 6—ꝛ—— AA mt caves 


„ * a > — 1 


_© 66% The Canon of —_— 


And this T have anſwer cur Author's than 


Difficulty, why all the Books, which are cited by 


| Clemens and the ref ſhould not be equally Authen- 


tisct; and ſhewn, that there is but one ſingle 


Piece, that we count Suppoſititious, quoted by 
Name, and that too, not referring to the time 


of the New but Old Teſtament; and quoted it 
is by an Author of whoſe Teſtimony we make 


no uſe in ſettling the Canon, and therefore we 
cannot be tied and bound by it in the caſe of 


| this pretended Prophecy; neither indeed ought 
any one elſe, For he is alone in the matter 
(as far as appears at preſent,) and contradicts 
the whole 7ewiſß Church, who knew nothing 
of this Book, nor ever admitted it among their 
Canonical Writings. As for the Paſlage of 


= Js pretended to be borrow'd from the 


| __ Goſpel according to the Hebrews, I hope, what 
has been above faid is fatisfaftory; and for 
the reſt, in him and Clemens and Barnabas, 
when our Author ſhall pleaſe to tell us, whence 
= they were fetch'd, and under what notion they 
are quoted, he ſhall hear more of my Mind. 
BpPioblhcarp has not one Paſſage out of anv ſpu- 
iious or unknown Writer that I can find, and 
tt herefore I ſuppoſe he may be diſmiſs d without 
JJ 


XXIX. The laſt Difficulty is, a What fireſs ſhould be 
780. 

only contraditt one another, but are often incon- 
iſtent with themſelves in the Relations of the ve- Wi 


laid on the Teſtimony of thoſe Fathers, who not 


ry {ame Falls. _].- 1 . 
Here, I think, our Author's Expreſſion is ob- 


ſcure. He does not tell us, whom he _ 


ä — 


— 


Nie Teſtament indicated. 17 
by Fathers, or what Contradictions (as he calls g 
them) he had more eſpecially in his Eye, when 
| he wrote theſe Words. I was once about ven- 

turing to gueſs, but upon ſecond Thoughts 

forbore, leaſt I ſhould be cenſur'd as ſeverely 
| as Mr. BI. was, for miſtaking (or too well un- 443 
derſtanding) his meaning, and be told, that TT 
am one of thoſe, d who are Sagacious enough to ® p. gt. 

diſcover the hidden Poyſon of every word, and will oo 
be ſure to give loud Warning of the Danger, to 
ſbew where the Snake, lies in the Graſs, and to 
tell what's in the Belly of the Trojan Horſe. And 
therefore, that I may avoid ſuch a dreadful 
| Thunderclap, ſhall ſay no more, but that he's s 
in the Clouds, and there I muſt leave him for © 


the preſent. 
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POSTSCRIPT. 


Here are two or three Paine: which Bu' 

53 would not fall in regularly with the Fore- me 
NY 855 Diſcourſe, without too much breaking Re 
he oherence, * [ — conkder them 1 
"ene; „5% Sg ow 3 e f St: 

Ir 

a The firſt is, wh \ we rand, ( p 37. 8. 6. ) in| 
"AE and is in the following Words, We need not (0 
5 produce our Authors for the Canons and Conſtitu- ou 
ions of the Apoſtles, fince ſo many learned Mem- th 

| bers of the Church of England have written large el 
Volumes to prove em Genuine. Now this direct- le 

_ ty overthrows what has been aſſerted at the be- 1: 
ginning of theſe Papers. For if the genuine tl 
Works of the Apoſtles, and ſuch as were au- f 

. _thoriz'd by them, make up the Code of the 5 
New Teflament, why ſhould not theſe Conſti- 
ttutions and Canons partake of the ſame honour Wl *: 
too, ſince our Author tells us, they are aſſerted Et 
— Genuine by many learned Members of the 
Church of England in large Volumes, wrote . 
for that very End and Purpoſe? To which I I 

| ſhall reply no more at preſent, but only this, 


that I was much furpriz'd at this Aſſertion of 

our Author. For I thought I had known, 

ſo far at leaſt, what moſt of the learned we”) 
0 


2 — — — * 
ä —— —— —-—-— 9638 — * 8 * 8 ? 


— 


—New Taten * 109 


— 


fo our Church, ' whether Links or Dead, ham SS 
deliver'd in this Matter, as that /arge Treatiſes 

of many of them upon this Subject had not © 
eſcap'd me; and I thought too, that I had un- 
derllood ſo much of the Merits of the Cauſe, as 
to give me reaſon to believe, that very few _ 
impartial and underſtanding Perſons were like 

to maintain what our Author ſays they do in 
the caſe, and therefore was ready, without an 
farther Debate, to pronounce him miſtaken. 

But becauſe I was unwilling he ſhould charge 
me, as he docs Mr. B. © with making my own* 5. 5+ 
| Reading and Knowledge the meaſure of Truth, 

(who had too, been retir'd from the publick 5 
Stations of Learning for many Years together) 
I reſolv'd to enquire of ſuch as I thought could 
inform me, whether any thing had been lately 
(or formerly) publiſh'd, which might juſtify _ 
our Author's Affirmation. But I toon ſound 
that they knew no more of the Matter than my 
ſelf; and therefore I ſhall deſire I. T. at his 
leaſur e, to acquaint the World f who thoſe many 
learned Members of the Church of England are, 
that have wiitten lars e Volumes to prove the Con- 


U- Situtions and ' Canons, a we are uow . idert ing, and . 
he Pi, 1 eee | 
ti- : 
os To prevent oh Carilling, 1 here own (N aka 1 = 
ur ferv'd many Years ago) that there is one learned Wri- 
ed ter of our Church, was docs upon Occafion ſpeak as fa- 


yYourably of the Conſitutions, as Twurrian the Jeſuite 
him eif could do, who wrote a Book in Defence of 
them.----But then I mult add, that he gives us no Rea- 


: 1 ſons for his Opinion, and what he ſays, is comprehend- 

IS, ed within the Compaſs of a few Lines. And I am ſure, 

of that a ſingle Por ow: and two or three Sentences, can, by no 
Logick, be multiplied into many Members and 


. | | =_ 
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The Canon The 


as wwe now have them, ro be the gone Work m7 


- the Apoſtles. 


There is another Paſſage of our Author 4 


where he ridicules Irenæus, as having argued 
very ſillily concerning the Number of the Goſ- 
pels. To give a large Account of the Matter 


would be tedious and impertinent (ſince the 


whole thing is a mere Cavil 5 and therefore [ 


— ſhall only remark briefly, ; 


05 }T hat our Author zroſly wrongs 4 


neus in his Latin Quotation. For the Father 
having 7 3. c. 9, 10. and part of the 11h) ar- 
__ againſt the Hereticks of thoſe Times 


trom the four Goſpels, adds, that theſe Goſpels 


were receiv'd, one or other of them, by the 


 __ Hereticks themſelves, and therefore his Argument 
= from them was ſtrong and true. Theſe laſt Words 
our Author parts from the reft of the Sentence 
tdo which they belong, and tacks them to what 
follows, as if /ren#us had ſaid, the Argument 
for the four Goſpels from the four Regions is 
Armand ſtrong; whereas (whatever he _ 

1 —6 he docs not fay ſo. EN 


"th ) Neither does he. fay e that 


3 they are vain and unlearn'd and bold, who nejeft 
the Number of the four Goſpels, thus prov'd from 
the four Regions, Cc. (as our Author repre- 
_ ſents him, ) but thoſe who reject the things, 


 Sabjett of t 


which he 1 d were fore-ſignified as the 
5 eral Goſpels ("tis Speciem Evan- 
gelij, and Perſonas Evangeliz, ) by the four 


Faces in the Cherubim of Ezekiel, SHA is, (as 


he 


"New Teſtament Vindicated 


Prieſtiy Offices and Divinity of our Saviour. 


Winds, that the Goſpels we have were wrote by 


for that depends © upon their being wrote or au- 
thoriz'd by the Apoſtles; ſo that the Merits of“ 
the Cauſe under debate, are not inthe leaſt con- 


of plauſible Alluſion than cloſe Reaſoning in this 


ſhall proceed very unjuſtly, and I doubt, that 


Cenſure. 


he tells us) the Humanity, che Prophetical ane 


very tew, it this Method be us'd, will eſcape 8 


(3.) After all, the Father does not pretend 5 
to prove from the four Quarters or the four 


| thoſe Perſons whoſe Names they bear: For that 
he learn'd from ſuch as convers'd with the 

| Writers themſelves, as was above obſery'd. 

Neither does he pretend to prove from thence 

that the Goſpels were Canonical or Rules of Faith; 


— 


cern'd in the Argument. All that he pretends 
to, is, that as there were four Principal Quar- 
ters of the World, Sc. and no more, ſo God 
would have it that there ſhould be four Goſ- 
pels in the World and no more; and did think 
fit to fore-ſignify, the Temper of the Writers 
and the Subject of each Book by the four Faces 

in EzekieÞs Cherubim. Now, what tho' there 
ſeems to be more of Fancy than Solidity, more 


way of Arguing, yet I don't fee why our Au- 
thor ſhould ſo much inſult upon the Father for 
it, ſince Inſtances of the like Nature may be 
found in eminent Writers of all Profeſſions, and 

= Heathens as well as Chriſtians. If we make it 
our Buſineſs to weed Books, which are other 
vwiſe Learned and Rational, and pick out the 
weakeſt Expreſſions we can find in them, Wwe 


nnen f 
xXXXII: I did not think to have faid any thing to I Cate, 
7. 4445+ our Author's Refleion t on the Epiſtle of St produ 

Barnabas, becauſe I am not concern'd, at pre- the 5 
ſent, whether it be Genuine or no. But ob- preac 

| ſerving that he deſigns to improve the Ex- over: 
preſſion he fetches thence to the Prejudice of Pcop! 
dhe Chriſtian Religion, I thought my (elf pb. Net 

lig'd to add a few Lines upon that Occaſion. all th 

— The Words in the Original are thus, Chriſt for C 
choſe for his Apoſtles ——thoſe who were the great. ip 

ef of Sinners, that he might ſhew, how he came 10 ling) 
1 call, not the Righteous but Sinners to Repentance. . 
We have little or no Account in the Scripture va 
„„ of the Apoſtle's Morals, before they were cho- 1s ful 
EE a ſen by our Saviour, and therefore we'll, for the wha! 
b —_ let this Paſſage of Barnabas go tor true. Eo 
8 hat will follow? Nothing elle, as far as [ they 
ſee, but that our Lord was an excellent Phyſi- kind 

W _ of Souls, who wrought ſo perfect and they 

: effectual a Cure upon Men in ſuch a dangerous 25 

i Condition, and brought them to a true Senſe er 

: of Piety and Religion, for the Encouragement & 
of others to repent and reform. Ay, bur if iſ. 
ay. they were once ſuch, 8 this would rob us of an * 
. Argument, we draw from their Integritj and Sim- . 
Plicity, againſt Infidels, Would it fo indeed? 50 
Methinks now this is very ſtrange, and does A 

| not conclude fo well, as the Argument of He- 5 

næus from the four Winds, with which we ſee P 

7 What a ſtir our Author made, a little before. " 

1 For may not a wicked Man prove good, and | 
may he not give us ſuch Evidences ot the Sin- — 
cerity of his Reformation, that we are bound lo, 

2 7 


im Juſtice to believe him 2 Let us examine the 


Caſe 


"New r 2 


Cale 2 line, and ſer d What Arguments can 5 
N produc'd for the Uprightneſs and Integrity of 
Sr. che Apoſtles after their Converſion. They 
| wig preach 'd a molt excellent and holy Religion 5 
hos over all the World, and endeavour'd to bring 
ps People every where to the Belief and Practice 
* of it. And that they were in good earneft in 


for carrying on any Worldly Deſign, is appa- 


to Loſſes, to Contempt, to Perſecutions, to 


ings for the aſſerting of it. And that they 


all their Undertakings, and did nor act a Part 


rent from hence, that they knowingly and wil. 
lingly expos'd themſelves to Pains, to Troubles, . 


Torments, to Death itlelf. This, I think, 
is ſufficient to ſhe w, that they really believ d ; 
what they affirm'd, concerning the Doctrine, 
Works and Reſurrection of our Saviour; that 
they did not deſign to put a Trick upon Man- 
kind in the Relations they gave thereof, ſince 
they readily expos'd themſelves to ſuch Suffers 


F aſſerted nothing but what was true, God him- 
dne cf did alfo farther atteſt, by the Miracles he 
ay nabled them to work, of which we have un- 
UT Kcontroulable Proof, as h as been ſo often obiery'd 
* dy others that | need not to inſiſt upon it here. 


o that though we do ſuppoſe the Epiſtle of st. 
Barnabas to be genuine, and the Paltage quoted 
from it to be really true, yet it is plain nothing 


XXXIII. = 


oy can be thence inferr d to 1 our hors 2 : 

* 0 alle * ill grounded. | | any 
fore. 

2 Since the finiſhing this, * Si thought it ad- 
in- | 

bund f by { WAS periudded oy a Friend to add tne en: =P ug 
mh Catalogue from lrenaus and Terruliian, to which | cafily 
0 0 agreed, as having made the Collection many Years 280, 
ale | 


vilable, | 


— — ——a—ü—ü0uũ e! —— 8 — 


3p. 219. 


— | — 


56 © Was The Caxox 7 the 5 


— — K * 


viſable, for the preventing Doubts or ” Gori 
to ſubjoin the Teſtimonies of Irenæus and Ter- 
tullian, for thoſe Books of Scripture which be. 
9 to that we above call d The * Cay anon. 3 
dn with Irengus. 952 


In bs third Book and h fit 8 he 
_ expreſſly. aſſerts the four Evangeliſts by Name 
to be the Authors of the four Goſpels. And 
particularly, he attributes that which goes 


. 275. under his Name to St. Matthew, i (J. 3.c. 18.) 
1.276. St. Mark's, to him, * (/.3 
„ 09- Luke, to him, | (7. 3. c. 11.) and 0, 6 to 
_ Rp T0 257. that Apoſtle,” 6. 3+ 6. TON 


,£.18.) one of St. 


_ _ He afſerts the Acts of the A wha 


CE St. Luke then Evangeliſt, (. 
= 277, been 0 8 2 
* ah 21 10d 


attributes all the following Epi. 
files to Sr, Paul, in the * Places. 


e The Epiſtle tothe Romans, fi 2.C. 38. P. 190) 
The firſt to the Corinthians, (I. 1. c. 1. p. 33. 
Second to the Corinthians, (l. 3 6 7. P. 248 
Tk ke Epiſle to the Galatians, (7.3. c.7.,ibid 
To the Ephefians, (l. f. c. 14. p. 4 
To the Philippians, 0. 4.6. 34. P. 3630 
To the Coloſſians, (1. 3. c. 14. p. 271) 
58 The firſtro he Theſalos. — .. 6. 7. 4 


— 


; * 1 . Wels r for my on Stadien 
The Edition of Tertullian that I us d, was printed At 
Paris 1669, and that of lreneus is pretended, in the Tt 
* Page, to be printed there too, 1675. 


Second 


. . 


—— — —— 


"New Teſtament Vinduared, 
wils, Sera to the Fiefhbe.. ( N 3-67: 9-249) 


1 The firſt W N (.; 2. c. 19. P. wag and. 
1 be. 

k1 Pref. p. 30 

SD Second to 7; mothy, 2 z. e. 14 p. 271 TR 

: The . to Titus, (. 3.6. 3. P. 2330 
s he 


em To St. Peter he aſeribes the firſt Epiſtle | . 
And which goes under his Name, (7. 4. 22% © „ EY = 


13) To st. Job che Apoſte, his firſt 'Epitey" EE 
f St. (l. 2 6. 18 — | | 3 * 2. | 
There are ſeveral he Sans: a * : 
 WKMncrous for moſt of them) nr chele _—_— 
have {Ware aſcrib'd to thoſe Writers, whoſe Names 
(1 3. now bear; but I thought one Teſtimon 

2 to evince what Opinion /remeus had 
of each Book. And 1 ſhall we the fame Me- . 
thod as to Tertullian. e . 


ge ; the Got eh to 1 nn EE 
geliſt, by 7 Names 1 1 . 
2480 againſt Marcion 5. and F- 5. 44 and 416. 1 


The Ads of the Apaftlesta 8. . (Trea- ens 
iſe of Faſting, c. 10. P. $49 . | 


NW. following Epiſtles are 3 to St. ws 
2.) 1 5 in the * Places. 9 


"The Ey ine ro the kann, ( Scorpiace, 1 : 
ton BY 13. f. 48, | 

Ed At | 
ic TiN The firſt and ſecond Epifile to the cu. 
am, (Of Eboftity, c. 13, 14. 5. 564, $65) | | 


ane 


116 The Canon, Dy the 


The E iſtle to the 
| A 2. P. 4620 — 05 . agund 
Too the Epbeſ bans, (Of the Refurrfion 9 the 
: Fiſh, c. 40. P. 34% 
To the Philippians, (ibid. c. 23. Pp. 3 3 9 * 
To the Colaſſians, (ibid. p. 3380 
8 The firſt and ſecond Epiſtles to the men 
nians, (ibid. c. 24. p. 3 30.) . 4 
Phe firſt to Ty, (ﬆgaind — 6. 1 1 
P. 509. ) 
The ſecond to 7 8 of the dfn, 
on of the Fleſh, c. 23. 5. 339) Y 
The Lacks to > Ti * of be, c. .6 
* 204% 5 


Nö,? The rt of St. fue is url as his 5 bon, 
. Nate, 6. 12. P. 40% 


5 And As likewiſe the falt of 8. zu, 0 
0 gainft Praxeas, c. 15. P. Jos. & 


Ar 
heir 
rom 
vor y 
thoſe 
much 
Tathe 
ſages 
vhic 
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poitle 
be u 
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Care « 
been 
omple 
ut ei. 
dait 
re ar 
= - Thoſe bf the 88 Ae R which 
are quoted by either of theſe Fathers, don't 
properly belong to this place, and are menti- 
on'd above (Sed. AI) What ground we have 
to inſert the Epiſtle of St. Paul zo Philemon, in 
the number of thoſe Writings, which were 
never difpured, ſee before (Set. IF.) 
From what has been here produc'd, it is "+1, 
evident that theſe two Fathers attributed al 
the Books abovye-mention'd to thoſe Perſons, 
5 by whom we now think they were wrote, and 
*- 4 See f. ll 2 conſequently efteem'd them Canonical. F 
And 


f "i — —————— 


And that the whole Catholick Church iv 
heir Days was of the fame Opinion, is evident 
rom the Teſtimonies of * Euſebius and Gre- © 3 © 
vory Nazianzen, who reckon. theſe Books as,*,, „, 
thoſe which were never queſtion'd. And fo ptace:cired 
much may we learn likewiſe from theſe two eve 5. 
Fathers, now under Conſideration, in the Paſ- l“ 
ages referr'd to above, (p. 36. and 78.) part of ß 

which it may not be impertinent to ſet down => 
Ireneus tells us, that true Knowledge con- l. 4. 
lifts in underſtanding the Doctrine of the A- 3. 5 
doſtles and the ancient State of the Church ies 
be whole World, accordirfy to the Succeſlion  *' 
ff the Biſhops, to whom they conſign'd the | 
rare of the Church in every place, which has IE 
deen continu'd down to our Times, Fand & ꝑ 
ompleat Body of the Scripture preſerv'd, with- J)33% 
ut either Forgery or Falſiſication, without eit beer 
dition or Subtraction, &c. Which Words 4 : 
re an expreſs Aſſertion, that the Doctrine and - 
Diſcipline and Scriptures which they then had, _ = 
rere the ſame which the Apoſtles deliverd,  _ 
and were then receiv'd in all Churches of the en 

orld, with which Irenæus and the Gauls had 
iny Communication nes 
Tertullian u appcals to all the Apoſtolick a1 4. 4 
Churches, to the Galatians, to the The//alonians, Fog "HW 


—— 


Ne Teſtament HNindlicated. 


n 


rea'rſe.; becauſe it can ſignity nothing elſe here; tho 
be Expreſſion in the Latin is not very proper. Buwhe | | 
hat tranſlated this Work of ireneus out of Greek, did 

ot underſtand the Propriety of the Larin Tongue, and 
aas hundreds of Expreſſions more barbatous and impro- 
per than this. 1 ITT. * . 


{ 
| 
render (tractatione pleniſima) a complete Body or- 


24: to 


rundum 


—— — 
— — — 


tcdo the Romans, to the Coloſians, to the Ephej. 
2ns, &c. and, in a word, to all the Churches 
which join'd in Communion with them, to 
prove the Copy of St. Luke, which the Catho- 

5 licks had (and not that of Marcion] to be ge. 
mine and {incere. He adds too, that the 
ſame Authority will juſtify the other three Goſ 
y per il- pels like wiſe, ſince they were receiv'd * from, 
(as & /e- aud according to, the Copies of thoſe Churches 


A 2? He produces, in another place, Teſtimonies 
3 of pre- from ſeveral Epiſtles of St. Paul, from St. Pe- 
ſeript. c. ter and St. Fobn, and then for farther Conkfir- 


33, 34. mation of the Truth of what he urges * cx 


*6. 36. horts thote who had a mind to exerciſe thei 


OQOQ.urioſity in the bufinels of their Salvation, to 
un over the Churches planted by theſe and 
the other Apoſtles, where they might find 
V Authen- & their authentick Writings * (or Letters) fill re 
ies litera. aiming expreſſing the Doctrine and repre: 
ſenting the Piety of each of them. A littk 
_ » after he brings in the Catholick Church thu 
„ aarguing with the Hereticks concerning the 
737. P. Scripture———Þ Who are you? When am 


— N f ; 


— 
_ 


+ *® Rigaltins, and after him F. Simon, will have no mot 
meant here by Aurhentick Letters or Writings, than thi 
what the Apoſtles wrote was ſtill preferv'd in the ori 
nal Language, in thoſe Places. But I would fain knos 
wut great matter there was in that. The Epiſtles wer 
flrſt wrote in Greek, and were without queſtion fil 
extant in Greek, (not only in the Apoſtolick, but) it 
all thoſe Churches, to which that Language remain'd i 
familiar, if not in others too. Tertullian certainly & 
fign'd ſomething Singular and Peculiar to the Church® 
planted by the Apoſtles, when he faid their Authentic 

| Tm or Writings were kept there, and conſequent! 

| Muſt intend the very Originals of them. And why thc 
* 5 5 a whence 


— — 8 — — — 7*»- — — — . * 2 , . 4 
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whence came you hither? What do you in 
ch: my Ground, ſince you belong not to me? By 
m, to whas Right, O Marcion, do you cut down 
at ho- my Woods? What Authority have you, Ta- 
de pe- ¶ Jentinus, to turn the Courſe of my Fountains? 
t the Who gave you Power, Apelles, to overthrow _ 
e Go- WM my Fences? What do you ſowing and feed- 
from ing here at your Pleaſures? The Poſſeſſion is 
ches il mite, I have enjoy d it for a long time, I firſs 
2onies ll enjoy'd it. I derive à certain Original from the 
t. Pe. Authors themſelves, whoſe it was. I am the 
onfir Wl Heir of the Apoſtles, &c. Thus write Irenaus 
e and Tertullian concerning the Scriptures of the 
ther New Teſtament ; and what they thus write 
Dn, o certainly concerns all thoſe Books, which they 
e an held for genuine and pure, in oppolition to the 
t fin Herericks of their Times. Theſe, they tell 
ul ri us, were deriv'd from the Apoſtles, by the 
repr-F# hands of thoſe Churches, which they founded  _. 
littk all over the World; them they produce for e 
thuß their Vouchers in the preſent Cale: And a: 
g they peal likewiſe to the Doctrine embrac'd in ver: 
n an ry one of them, which was very conſonant to 
— ) che Books of the Catholicks, but not to i. 
| thoſe of the Hereticks. TT - 
Thus much we may eaſily learn from fre | 


Wn, 
Phe fi. 


. 
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o mort 
an thi : EEE 
: on WL ee, he tells us, © that the ſeveral forts of .. 
ee Hereticks , with which he had to do, b | 
0 * forg'd a great number of Apocryphal and Spur. 
* | two learned Men ſhould judge otherwiſe (ſince this is title 

ly de- moſt natural, though not the only Senſe of the Word) 
urchs I cannot gueſs. For tis certain, Manuſcripts have been 
entick preſerv'd many hundred Years longer than the time was, 
vent Which paſs'd between the Apoſtles and the Days of Ter- 
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ſent abroad into the World as the chief Ground; 


all was Cheat and Couſ nage, and the Fiction; 

of their own Brains. What they vented was 
Heretical and Erroncous, as this Father prove 
= OL. 
| ; 37.4. | 


1 
11.5. 259. 


_ Erines contrary to thoſe which had been pub- 
liſh'd by the Apollles. So likewiſe Tertullian 


fe. 38. p 


216. 


to the Faith which the Apoſt es had plangcd 
in all places, and which had been learnt, and 
might be learnt cvery Day, from the Churches 


their Doctrine be compar'd with the Apollles, 


ot, that it proceeds neither from any of them nor 
their Diſciples. The Apoſtles did not contradict 
one another, neither did their Diſciples contra- 
dict them. The Churches, which they ſound- 
cd, agree in the ſame Doctrines, and ſo do thoſe 
too, which being of a later Original, derw'd 
their Inſtruction from them which were plan- 
tcd before them; and therefore may be call'd 
Apoſtolical as well as they, becauſe owning and 

_ embracing the ſame Faith. Let the Hercticks 
ew that they deſerve that Title upon either 
of theſe Accounts, that theſe Churches ac- 
knowledge the ſame Doctrine which they do, 


— 


ous iVieces, Theſe without eee, 
the Principles of their Doctrine, and were 


and Foundations of what they taught. But 
at large from hence, d that it was contra: 


founded by them. And ag ain in another place 
* he rejects ſome Goſpels of the Yalentinians, 
becauſe they contain'd Blaſphemies, and Do- 


ſpeaks of ſome of the ſame Hereticks: «Let 


and we ſhallquickly ſ:e hy the contrariety there- 


and receive them to Peace and Communion as 
| Brethren. But this they cannot d6, —— 
They are Foreigners, as they are Enemies to 


. - — * — — 7 —— 
* * * — . — — ow * - . 
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the Apoſtles, becauſe they teach a different 
Faith. And fince their Faith is ſo different, 
we may be ſure they have adulterated the,Scrip- 
tures. For they, who were reſolv'd to teach 
perverſly, were under a Neceſſity of corrupt= 
ing thoſe Books, upon which their Doctrine 
was to be grounded. Whereas we, who 
| preſerve the Doctrine entire, have preſerv'd the 
Books ſo too, without changing or adding; or 

taking away. We teach nothing but what 
| was to be found in thg Scriptures from the bes. 
ginni "Bs before they were corrupted and inter- 
polated. —— Before Marcion had laid violent 
Hands upon them, employing a Knite and not 
a Style, and cutting away whatever he thought 
convenient, and was contrary to his Errors ang 
Hereſies.— 8 For where the Truth of the? 19 
Chriſtian Faith and Doctrine appears, there the 
genuine and true Copies of the Scripture are 

certainly to be foun c. 5 

Thus far I proceeded in the former Edition; 
and though 1 h then intimated, that Teſtimo- . 14. 
nies might eaſily be produc'd from Clemens oe 
Alexandria, Origen and Cyprian, to the fame {| 
purpoſe with thoſe i above alledg'd out of 7. 13. 
lreneus and Tertullian, yet I did not judge it * &c 


rneccſſary to inſert them at that time; as ſup- 
poſing the Evidences which I had actually in- 
ſiſted upon ſufficient» But conſidering after. 
wards with my ſelf, and being told allo by © 1 
thers, whom I conſulted in the caſe, that the |} 
Addition of theſe might prove of uſe and Satis 1 


—— — 


e 


ther 
ac 
do, 
n as 
es o 
th 


| 
— ———— 


Ubi apparuerit eſſe veritatem & diſcipline & dei | i 
Cbriſtiana, illic eris veritas Scripturarum, IS 1 


esse 


y 4 2 — 
— — 5 An. — — 


"The Taxon . me 


: gion to ſome Readers, 1 have here (after 


compari 1 them afreſh with the Originals) 


tranſcrib'd ſuch References, as ſeem'd mot M 1 

| ſerviceable to my Deſign, and — them i nW +1 
0 following Order. e „ 
| Clemens of Hereadris armer thi Goſp 0 tol 


* Fdit. 


2 8. L. Pa- 
m, 164r. 


| © which goes under the Name of St. Matthew 10 
that Apoſtle, (* Stromat. l. 1. p. 341.) —8t. 


Mark's, to him, (Treatiſe of the Satvation of the Se 
Rich, Set. 5. p. 16. Of we Oxford Edition.) - 


St. Lake's, to him, (Stromat. I. 1. p. 340.) and 


— * s, to that Ee frog L 1. 1 uc 


ä * 
2 if the Apoſtles he aſeribes to. 8. Lat Bo 


. (Srromar. 1. F. P. 585 * 


1 in the places here ſer down. 


n 8 5 


I be Epiſtle to the Epheſians, (Ped. J. 1. p. 8. 
The Epiſtle to the Philip. (Ped.1. 1 5. 107 
T.ue Epiſtle to the Colo: ¶Stromat. J. G. p. A 


3 


le cites the following ere. as st. Pall 


TT he Epiſtle to the PR (Ped. 1 I. 7. 1 17) } 
The Firſt Epiſtle to the Corinthians, Ren 


The Second Epiſtle, (Stromat. 1 5 7. 467 
The Epiſtle to the Galatians, (Ped. 1.1.9. 95.) 


The Firſt Epiſtle to the Theſſalonians, (Pe. 
dag. J. 1. p. 88,89.) 


The Second * (Strom. J. 5. 5. 554) 


The 


„ 


2.5. 389.) 


New Fetamene 7 3 


"The Fart Epiſtle to Ti mothy , , ee. 77% 
the Gent, p. yo) 


The Second to 77 10 (ibid. p. 76 3 


The Epiſtle to Titus, (Stromat. J. 1. p. 299 a 
The Firſt Epiſtle of St. Peter, is e 


to that Apolite, eus 1 1. P. 100 


And the Firſt of St. 7 to bim, bone. 5 


1 acknowledge that in the Places W e 7” 

tion'd, where this Father quotes the Epiſtle to 

the Epbeſ 5ans, and the Second to the Thefſalo- 

| nians, he does not particularly name St. Paul, 
but only makes uſe of a general 1 The = 

| Apoſtle ſays or writes. But I deſire the Rea- 

der to conſider, (1,) That the + ˙ 
foſtle, is commonly us d by moſt Writers in the 

way of Eminency, to denote St. Paul; and 

Clemens himſelf employs it for that purpoſe at 

every turn. (2.) It's moſt certain, that the 

Father (unleſs he had told us the contrary) can 

mean no other Apoſtle, but him whoſe Name 

| Is prefix'd to each of theſe — and that 5 

we all know is St. Paul's, . 

From St. Clemens of Alexandria we paſs1 to dis 5 

Scholar Origen, and might eaſily have been 

3 farisf d at one view, what Opinion he enter- 

tain'd of the ſeveral Pieces of the New Tefta- 

ment, if all his Works were ſtill preſerv'd. For, 


careleſneſs 


as | Epiphanius tells us, he wrote Expoſitions ' _— 

on the whole Scripture. But, though the grea- 64. 5 3. 
teſt part of his Writings are now periſh'd, part= 
* — the envy, and partly through the 


4 * — 4 K ˙·——— — „ — = ; 4 wu . 


| "The Taxox the 
1 carcleſuek of ſucceeding Ages, yet there are e. 
nough of them remaining to acquaint us with 
his Judgment in this Matter. His Commenta- 
ries and Homilies upon ſome Books are {till ex- 
. tant, and I have already m obſery'd, that he 


Teſtament juſt as we do in the Church of Exg- 
land. But however, to give the Reader all 
| reaſonable ſatisfaction, 1 1 
ſome exprels Places in his Works, where all 
Thoſe Pieces, whereof we are now treating, are 
quoted as the genuine Writings of thoſe to 
whom we at this Day aſcribe them. And for 
| his greater eaſe, I ſhall fetch the main of my 
| Teſtimonies from the Treatiſe againſt Celſus 
and the Philocalia (Cambr. Edit. &. L. 7 which 
5 are to be met vith every where. 1 - 


- that A poſtle's, (7. 1. againſt Celſus, p. 27.)— 
St. Mark's, as his, (1. 2. p. 60.) He aſcribes St. 
. bf Luke” S, tO him, (1. I. P. 46) and St. NY „ to 
5 that Diſciple, (t. 1. P. 40.) 833 


by St. Luke, (l.. p. 282.) 


1 in the Places here produc d. 


reckons up the Canonical Writings of the New 


all direct him to 


He mentions the Goſpel of st. Dun 


Ile cites the 44 of the ahi, as written | 
The following Epiſtles bis quotes as St. Paul 


The Epiſtle to the Romans, Philo. c. 1 7 10 ) 
The lirſt Epiſtle to the Corinth. (ibid. p. 9. 
The ſeodhd Wu. (id. 4 f 2 0 


The 


en 


„ 


— — 


N Tape Tae! 


The E piſtle to the Galatians 0 . 2. againſt 
Celſus, p. 7 175 


The Epiſtle to the Epheſians (0. 3 againſt 


Celſus, p. 122.) 
The Epiſtle to the Philippians, (ibid.) 


Celſus, P. 236.) 
The firſt Epiſtle to the Theſlonions ( L 2. 
againſt Celſus, p. 100.) 


be ſecond Epiſtle [3 6. ee Celſus, ” 


2.397.) 
chſus, p. 49.) 


The ſecond Epiltle t to Timothy, a 4 againſt : £0 
Celſus, p. A „„ 


The Epiſtle to Tit 2 (Tom, 4 
C. L. p. 362.) Ig 


The Epiſtle to Piu, (Hom. 19.4 enge. | 1 = 
1m G. . _ T0 


The Epiſtle to the Calofpaxs, (6 bo t + | 


The firſt Epiſtle to T7 null, 0. 1. againſt . 


on | Matth. . 


The firſt Ep iſtle of St. Pies, is quote by | : 
kini as that arne 5 e 8. on * L. 8 


7.1260 


The Grft | Eville alſo of St. Joby, cited : 4 


his (Tom. 4. on * E. J. wp; 72. 


Pom Oview we proceed. to St. W al „ 
ſhall eaſily perceive, that he too own'd the 


Books, we have now under debate, as genuine, 


| by the following Places, which I ſhall offer to 


the Reader's Conſideration, out of many that 


might 5 


ä , or — tad — — af * —_ — . | ; | 


—ê i 
— — 


. 
. 5 — *y 7 — 
— 1 + 


126 . The Caxon of the | by, 
co might be produc d (The Edition to whichth Thb. 
7 * refer, is that of Oxford, . Os The 


St. Matthew's Goſpel i is cited by him, as chat N 2 

Sor  Erangeli®'s, (1. 1. againſt the Jews, p. 24.)—— Th 

St. Mark's, as his, (. 3. of Teſtimonies, p. 72.) Thi 

St. Luke's, as his, (1. 2. againſt the Jews, p. 36) Tb. 
and St. Job's is own'd to be chat 9 „ as ace 7% 
WW I. + NE the Jews, p. 2) Th 


4 He cites the A of the Apoſtles very 8 of Te) 
ly among the other Books of the New Tefta- Th 
ment, though I have not taken notice, that he Th 
any where aſcribes that Hiſtory to St. Lake. 
But that is not material; ſince he names no o- 
ther Author thereof, it is certain he look'd up- Th 
on it as wrote by the ſame Perſon to whom all 
ti thereſt of the Church ever aſlign'd ir. But he W TH 
does that whichis of greater Conſequence. For ¶ chat / 
mm his Teatiſe of Works and Almſdeeds, he ſty les 3 
». 199. A Paſſage n produc'd by him out of this Book, . An 
Te Teſtimony of Truth, in oppoſition to che I bis, 
Apoc cryphal Hiſtory of Tobit, which he had 
| Juſt before alledg d. So that (it is ap 4 he An 
quoted and made uſe of the 4s of the Apoſtles, 0 th 
as a Book which was in his * que- Pullia 


i 2 ſtionlels Canonical. 3 OS 

, , ear 
5 He 8 he hong res St. Pau, chef 
„ in the Places here alledg d. — 

: * 

The Epiſtle to the Ronans, ( . 3. of Ted denc 

mony, pP. 79. 3 300% 


The firſt Epiſtle to the C orinthians 0 1. a- en; 
The 


to re 


gainſt the Jews, p P. 22. * 


. 


the Pieces, whereof I am now 2 for 


"New Teltament 7 neared, 


The ficond Epiſtle, bid.) 


The Epiſtle to the — 0 2. againſt | 
the Jews, p. 37) 

The Epiſtle to the Epbef ans, (ibid. ry 48 * 

The Epiſtle to the Philippians, (ibid. p. 49). 

"The Epiſtle to the — _ 0. 1. _ - 
the Tews, p. 233 

The firſt Epiſtle to che ahmen @ *. 
of Teſtimonies, p. 817 1 


The ſecond Epiſtle, (ibid. p. 8.) T3 
The firſt Epiſtle to Timothy, (ibid. P. * d-- 
The ſecond Epiſtle, (ibid. p. 84.) 
The Epiſtle to Titus, (bid. P- 5% 


The firſt Epiſtle of St. Peter, is quod as . 
that Apoſtle” 8 li. 2. - againſt the Jews, p. 48 3 N 


And ſo is alſo tis firſt Epiſtle of St. John, a 
his, in the ſame Place. 3 


And thus I have directed u my Ss both on 
to the Book and Pages, wherein [reneus, Ter  _ 
tullian, Clemens of Alexandria, Origen, and ? 
prian, (who all Aouriih'd and wrote within 11 7 
Years after the Death of St. John) have own'd 


Genuine and Authentick. I have alſo above 

(ect. IV, XI, and XX.) produc'd other Evi» 

dences for them and for FE, Seven Controverted 

Books, from divers Primitive Chriſtian Wri- 

ters; and ſhall now, before 1 conclude, paſs on 

to remark what Opinion an eminent Heathen, 
even 


——  — — j — ——— eons 
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We- * Os Va | — ä — 
in's mem, or why they ſhould be judg'd to have 
earn een chang'd and alter'd by the Catholicks. 

our Mor if there had been the leaft probable ground 
Mr Wor ſuch an Accuſation, we may be ſure, this 

| Sr Nearned and keen Adverſary of theirs would 


not have forgot to lay it to their Charge; he 


Tor 

ves, rould never have cited the Books, as the 
alſo Wcnuine Works of St. John, St. Paul, &c. bur 
ind, fArm'd plainly they were the Forgeries and 


ontrivances of later Times, drawn up by he 
new not whom, to advance the Credit and 

oper cpuration of their Maſter. Since therefore 

i of We does nothing of this, bur the quite contrary z 

1 by Hiace he quotes theſe Pieces as the Writings of 
de Apoſtles and Apoſtolick Men, and never 
ccuſes the Chriſtians of Falſifications or Cor- 


ohn 

f St. uptions, we may be certain that he knew of . 
the Nothing, which could be juſtly objected againſt — 
ind em, as to this Particular. oo 0 Þ»þ7 


would offer the ſerious Conſideration of 


eaks N 
uk his Inſtance to the mighty Diſcoverers of the 


reſent Age. We have here an Emperor, 
rho wanted neither Learning, nor Wit, nor 
nduſtry, inflam'd with a molt eager deſire of 


s of Nunning down Chriſtianity; aſſiſted thereing 
tho- a, only with the Writings of Celſus, F orpbyry = 
hri- NVerocles, and others, who had engag'd in the 
ngly me Cauſe before him; bur alſo with the beſt 


Advice and Directions (we may be ſure) of 8 


v hat N 
way NLbanius, Jamblichus, Maximus, and the reſt of 
dly, Ihe Sophifts and Philoſphers, who flouriſh'd in 

why Ws time; who yet, with all theſe helps, could 
ally nd no folid Grounds or Reaſons for repre= 


ting the New Teſtament as a Forgery. So 
a was he from pretending thereto, that, on 


be CaxoNof, &. 


| Works of thoſe Perſons, to whom we attribute 

them at preſent, and does not any where de. 
cCälare his Suſpicions, that either they, or any o 
the reſt, were either forg'd or corrupted by the 


1 Days, who, above thirteen hundred Years after 
him, pretend to diſcover that, which neither 


| Remarks and Obſervations) could do; and 
bear the World in hand, that thoſe ancien 
Monuments of our Faith, which are aſcrib'd to 


|, bur the Impoſtures and Contrivances of defignt 
ing Men, who have impos'd them upon th 


A s if they had greater Means and Opportunities 
col diſcovering the Forgery at this diſtance (i 


1 many Centuries, (except themſelves and a fev 


N Underſtanding. But whether the Yeakneſs o 


the contrary, he owns the Books thereof, which 
he had occaſion to mention, for the genuine 


Catholicks. Whereas there are thoſe in our 


he, nor any of the learned Aſſerters of Hes. 
theniſm (who doubtleſs ſupplied him upon 
_ occaſion, with their moſt curious and critici 


the Evangeliſts and Apoſtles, are none of thei 
credulous and unthinking part of Mankind 


there was one) than Julian and the zealous 
| Maintainers of the Pagan Religion had fo long 
ago; or as if all the Chriſtian World, for 6 


more,) had been deſtitute of Integrity and 


Confidence of ſuch Pretences be greater, I ſha 


1 
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BOOK- SELLER | 


TO THE. 


JREADER. 


Living lately e from. a F 1 : 
of the pros oh Mr. Dodwell the Let- 


its Publication, and concerving it to be 
too valuable to be ſuppreſſed, I have ob. 
tained leave of the Bren Mr Richard- 
lon to ſubjoin it to his Vindication of the 
Canon of the New Teſtament ; and I pro- 
miſe my — thou _ allow 1 ae rea- 
fon * to 40. 


ter hereto annext, together with leave for 


gauires more Leiſure than I can command at 
preſent, and more Room than can be allow'd 


1 my Perſon, and deſign'd only the Diſparage- 
ment of that, which is the Caſe of Gronou!t:. 


l e e 


u DODWELL: 
ET T ER 


N Good Sir, . 


HE Principal Cauſe wherein Mr. Tele 
bas concern'd me, is the Atteſtation of! 
the Writings of the New Teftlament. This re- 


in an Appendix. My perſonal Concerns 1 bare 
always thought too frivolous for the Publick to the 
be troubled with them. And I ſhould have 
done ſo ftill if they had gone no farther than 


Mr. Toland has taken another way of doing me 
more Injury under a fairer Pretence, and of 
involving others (for whom I think my (elf 
more concern'd in Duty than for my elf) in 
the ſame Injury, that of an invidious and odious 
as well as undelerv'd Compariſon with my Bet- 
ters. I am very ſenſible Ska ſuitable it is to 
his other Treatment of that holy Order, wholc 

ES - EL. 


Mr. DoDwWEILLS Leiter. 


to promote. It is very agreeable to that very 
mean Opinion he has, on all Occafions, ſhewn 


ir 


ſons of ſo deſpicable a Perſon as Jam with them; 


them. I wiſh with all my Heart I knew how 

to make them amends for the Diſhonour and 
Injuſtice done them, tho I am not conſcious 
of having been any way the Cauſe but only the 
Occaſion of it. I am really aſham'd of it, and 
aham'd of making more Words concerning it. 

I am ſenſible how much his pretended Par- 
tiality for me has prejudic'd me in the Opinions 
of better Men than himieli. If this were his 


5 


Deſign, L have already felt the Effects of it, 

and 1 ſee his Intereſt in it, to recommend his o. w 

n fc Reaſonings from my Book, on the pre- 

12 tence of my Authority; and to intimate to 
a 


wid thoſe who are not pleaſed to conſult my Book, 
»w'd 

have 
ck to 


have 


that I rivalled him in Liberties for unſettling 


than than in earneſt to believe this true, which not- 
rage withſtanding by his Intimations, he ſeems ſo 
. deſirous that others ſhould believe concerning 

g me me. This is a juſt Reaſon to believe that his 

5d of Characters are as falſe as his Friendſhip. I have 
y ſell withall, beſides this, other Evidences of his un- 


If) in 


dious 


ſincere dealing with my ſelf. But whilſt he | 


Ber; allthings 8 to be valued by good Men, 

; 18 y I deprecate his Elogies, and ſhall think him a 
. fairer Adverſary in his falſe Reproaches than 
on e ne ; 


in 


Honour I. have. made it the Study of my Life | 


to their Function, to admit of any Compari= 99 


much more ſo to prefer me to the meaneſt of 


and who are ignorant of my obſcure Characterr,ĩ : 


| the Belief of our holy Chriſtian Religion or 
our ſacred Canon. Himſelf knows me better 


makes himſelf a publick Enemy, undervalung 
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7 in his e Commendatons. Bur I mb 
with, for my own ſake as well as that of the 


8 Publick, that he would give over his Hoſtili- 
a; For my part I ſhould then value his good 


A Opir 
and They deſerve, and not as they ſerv 


more, when he values way 4 de 15 
preſent corrupt Intereſt. God Almighty give 


= Ky timely Warning of what he may with 
more Sorrow be convinc'd on his Death-Bed 5 
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